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Abstract

Due to the ability of feature extraction, deep learning (DL)-based methods have been recently

applied to channel state information (CSI) compression feedback in massive multiple-input multiple-

output (MIMO) systems. Existing DL-based CSI compression methods are usually effective in extracting

a certain type of features in the CSI. However, the CSI usually contains two types of propagation

features, i.g., non-line-of-sight (NLOS) propagation-path feature and dominant propagation-path feature,

especially in channel environments with rich scatterers. To fully extract the both propagation features

and learn a dual-feature representation for CSI, this paper proposes a dual-feature-fusion neural network

(NN), referred to as DuffinNet. The proposed DuffinNet adopts a parallel structure with a convolutional

neural network (CNN) and an attention-empowered neural network (ANN) to respectively extract

different features in the CSI, and then explores their interplay by a fusion NN. Built upon this proposed

DuffinNet, a new encoder-decoder framework is developed, referred to as Duffin-CsiNet, for improving

the end-to-end performance of CSI compression and reconstruction. To facilitate the application of

Duffin-CsiNet in practice, this paper also presents a two-stage approach for codeword quantization of

the CSI feedback. Besides, a transfer learning-based strategy is introduced to improve the generalization

of Duffin-CsiNet, which enables the network to be applied to new propagation environments. Simulation

results illustrate that the proposed Duffin-CsiNet noticeably outperforms the existing DL-based methods

in terms of reconstruction performance, encoder complexity, and network convergence, validating the

effectiveness of the proposed dual-feature fusion design.
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Index Terms

Deep learning, massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), channel state information (CSI),

compression and reconstruction, dual-feature fusion.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) has received extensive

attentions due to their great potential in improving the spectral efficiency (SE) of wireless

communication networks [1], [2]. As such, it serves as a core technology to enable the roll-out of

the fifth-generation (5G) wireless communication networks [3], [4]. In a practical massive MIMO

system, the base station (BS) heavily relies on the availability of channel state information (CSI)

for effective beamforming design to achieve high system SE and throughput [5], [6]. Indeed,

it is crucial for the BS to acquire accurate CSI matrix in massive MIMO systems, especially

in interference-limited multiuser communications. In time division duplexing (TDD) systems,

the BS can directly estimate the uplink CSI through the pilot sequence transmitted by a user

equipment (UE) and then use the estimate to predict the downlink CSI counterpart by exploiting

channel reciprocity. However, currently deployed cellular networks are dominantly frequency

division duplexing (FDD) systems. In particular, it becomes challenging to obtain the CSI in

FDD as the channel reciprocity no longer holds. Therefore, it is necessary to feed the CSI back

to the BS from a UE in FDD systems [7]. However, for massive MIMO, the required feedback

signaling overhead of CSI is scaled linearly with the increasing number of BSs antennas and

active UEs, which is demonstrated by [8] and [9] from both the link level and network level,

respectively, which calls for the design of effective CSI feedback, or reconsidering the role of

the feedback channel [10], [11].

Recently, due to the strong ability of feature extraction and cross-domain knowledge sharing,

deep learning (DL) has been successfully applied in a wide range of fields in computer vision

(CV) [12]. Inspired by its success in the cross-field research, DL has attracted growing attention

in wireless communication [13], [14]. In particular, the advanced physical-layer technologies are

triggered to redesign to exploit the potentials of DL, e.g., DL-based precoding designs [15]–

[18], DL-enhanced channel estimation methods [19]–[21], DL-based MIMO detection approaches

[22], [23], and DL-empowered security technologies [24]. To unleash the potentials of DL, it

has been introduced to the design of efficient CSI compression and reconstruction in systems

requiring massive MIMO CSI feedback. Unlike conventional limited feedback methods [25], the
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studies in [26]–[28] have revealed that DL-based CSI feedback methods have great potential

in exploring the inherent structures of the CSI and offering superior performance thanks to the

sparsity of massive MIMO channels. Specifically, in [26], inspired by the success of residual

network (ResNet) [29] in CV, an autoencoder network by integrating a residual convolutional

neural network (CNN) and a fully-connected neural network (FNN), namely CsiNet, was first

proposed for the CSI compression and reconstruction. It showed that the CsiNet outperformed

some conventional methods, e.g., [30], [31], in terms of both the CSI reconstruction accuracy and

the algorithm running time. On the basis of CsiNet, a series of effective techniques on massive

MIMO CSI feedback are investigated. They mainly focused on the design of various NNs for

improving the CSI reconstruction accuracy and satisfying practical needs.

On the one hand, considering the inherent image features of CSI matrices, an improved

CNN-based CSI feedback scheme was proposed in [27] for CSI compression by capturing

the long-range dependencies in the CSI images. In addition, in [28] and [32], two effective

feedback CNNs and an advanced training scheme were proposed to improve the efficiency of

CSI reconstruction by further considering multiple resolutions of CSI feature extraction. Also,

in [33], a CNN with binary NN was deigned to improve the network performance and the

speed of training convergence. Besides, in [34], an asymmetric convolution-based autoencoder

framework was proposed for CSI feedback by utilizing asymmetric convolution blocks. The

excellent performance of these existing CNN-based methods [35]–[39] comes from the fact

that CNNs can efficiently extract the non-line-of-sight (NLOS) propagation-path features in CSI

images. However, in addition to these NLOS propagation-path features, there are small-region

dominant propagation-path features in CSI images, which are not ignored in CSI compression

and reconstruction with high accuracy. To focus a neural network (NN) on these dominant

propagation-path features, an attention-empowered neural network (ANN) is recently proposed

in [40]. Compared to CNNs [37]–[39], the proposed ANN effectively extracts the dominant

propagation-path features in CSI images but it weakens the extraction of the NLOS propagation-

path features, which results in the performance loss on CSI reconstruction.

On the other hand, many NN designs are proposed by considering practical needs and con-

straints, e.g., multi-rate NN [41], denoising NN [42] and lightweight NN [43]. In particular, to

address the challenges of transmitting continuous codeword values, some DL-based feedback

quantization designs have been proposed to apply the feedback quantization in network training

to improve the performance of NNs with low-resolution feedbacks in practice [44]–[47]. For
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instance, [44] and [45] proposed a noise injection method and a quantization approximation

approach to apply the feedback quantization in the network training, respectively. Also, both

the quantization gradient forgery method in [46] and the quantization mapping method in [47]

can realize feedback quantization in network training. However, the quantization performance

of these methods is limited by the adopted CSI feedback NN architecture. Besides, when the

channel environment is varying, improving the generalization ability of the network is also a

challenging problem.

Motivated by these facts, we propose a novel DL-based NN architecture with dual-feature

fusion for CSI compression and consider the practical requirements in terms of codeword quan-

tization and generalization enhancement. The major contributions of our work are summarized

as follows:

• We propose a novel dual-feature fusion NN framework for enhanced CSI processing, referred

to as DuffinNet. The DuffinNet designs a parallel-serial hybrid architecture to fully extract

physical features embedded in CSI images, achieving a better CSI feature representation

compared to existing DL-based CSI compression NNs. Built upon DuffinNet, we design a

new encoder-decoder NN framework, referred to as Duffin-CsiNet, for the massive MIMO

CSI compression and reconstruction with high accuracy. It is the first work on dual-feature

extraction and fusion in CSI compression and provides an ingenious and concise approach

to leverage the complementary capabilities of CNN and ANN.

• An adaptively weighted ANN based on autoencoder design is devised for domi-

nant propagation-path feature extraction of CSI image in encoder. Correspondingly, a

convolution-based ANN is adopted in decoder to reconstruct CSI. In the fusion stage,

considering the differences between two CSI feature maps, we propose an NN-based

fusion method for the fusion of the both feature maps extracted by NNs. On the other

hand, a two-stage approach with the feedback quantization is applied for transmitting

continuous codeword values and a transfer learning-based method is introduced to improve

the generalization of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet.

• We visualize the extracted feature map of the CSI image to verify the effectiveness of

the proposed Duffin-CsiNet. In addition, two channel environments are used to discuss

various performances of the network, including reconstruction performance, quantization

performance, generalization performance, and network complexity. Experimental results

show that the proposed Duffin-CsiNet outperforms existing DL-based CSI compression
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methods under five compression ratios. In particular, the reconstruction performance of the

proposed Duffin-CsiNet achieves a normalized mean squared error (NMSE) of -35.19 dB

under the compression ratio of 1/4, which has a 5.5 dB gain compared to existing state-of-

the-art (SOTA) methods.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The system model and the problem

formulation are introduced in Section II. Inherent features of CSI images and the design of

DuffinNet are presented in Section III. Architecture, training and deployment of Duffin-CsiNet

for CSI compression and reconstruction are elaborated in Section IV. Simulation results are

provided in Section V. Conclusions are drawn in Section VI.

Notations: Scalar variables, vectors, and matrices are denoted by lower case, boldface lower

case, and boldface upper case letters, respectively. For a matrix A, AH and ∥A∥ denote its

conjugate transpose and Frobenius norm, respectively. E {·} denotes the statistical expectation.

R (·) and I (·) denote the real and imaginary part of a complex-valued variable, respectively.

a×A denotes scalar a multiplies with every element of matrix A. b⊗A denotes each element

of vector b multiplies with corresponding channel matrix of matrix A. Cm×n and Rm×n denote

m×n-dimensional complex matrices and real matrices, respectively. Cm×n×c and Rm×n×c denote

m× n-dimensional complex matrices and real matrices with c image channels, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider an FDD massive MIMO communication system where the BS has Nt antennas and

the UE equips Nr receiving antennas. Note that Nt ≫ Nr and Nr is set to 1 for simplicity, which

is also popularly adopted by existing methods, e.g., [18], [32], [35]–[37], [41]–[43]. Orthogonal

frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) with Nc subcarriers is employed. The received signal

at the n-th subcarrier can be expressed as

yn = hH
n vnxn + zn, ∀n ∈ {1, ..., Nc} , (1)

where xn ∈ C is the transmitted symbol, zn ∈ C is the additive noise at the n-th subcarrier, and

hn ∈ CNt×1 and vn ∈ CNt×1 denote the channel vector and the precoding vector corresponding

to the n-th subcarrier, respectively.

In the spatial-frequency domain, the complete CSI matrix at all the Nc subcarriers is denoted

by H = [h1, · · · ,hNc ]
H ∈ CNc×Nt . Without compression, the number of total complex-valued

feedback parameters, i.e., the size of H, is NcNt, which is usually extremely large in massive
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Fig. 1. Procedure diagram of the CSI compression, feedback, and reconstruction.

MIMO systems. In order to reduce the feedback overhead, we have to first compress the CSI

before feeding it back through a limited-capacity reverse link. To exploit the potential sparsity

of H in the angular-delay domain in massive MIMO systems [48], we transform H from the

spatial-frequency domain to the angular-delay domain before further processing. Using a two-

dimensional (2D) discrete Fourier transform (DFT), the equivalent channel matrix in the angular-

delay domain is expressed as

Hd = FcHFH
t , (2)

where FH
t ∈ CNt×Nt is a DFT matrix applied to the spatial domain for transforming the spatial-

frequency-domain CSI matrix H to the angle-frequency-domain CSI matrix HFH
t and Fc ∈

CNc×Nc is a DFT matrix applied to the frequency domain for transforming the angle-frequency-

domain CSI matrix to the angle-delay-domain CSI matrix Hd. The process of the 2D-DFT of H

is shown at the upper half of Fig. 1. Consider the fact that practical multipaths arrive at limited

delay intervals [46], Hd only contains nonzero values in a short delay duration. Without loss of

generality and following the same approaches as in [42], [43], we focus on the first Ns rows
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of Hd in the angular-delay domain, denoted by Hs ∈ CNs×Nt . In this manner, the number of

parameters of the channel matrix decreases from NcNt to NsNt.

To reduce the feedback signaling overhead and ensure accurate CSI reconstruction at the BS,

DL-based methods have been applied for the CSI compression and reconstruction, e.g., [18],

[32], [35], [36], [41]–[43]. In particular, DL-based methods usually regard the CSI matrix as

a multi-channel image mimicking a traditional visual image such that a deep neural network

(DNN) can be applied for compression and feedback. Fig. 1 shows a typical procedure of the

CSI compression feedback and reconstruction using DL. Specifically at the UE, the imaginary

part and real part of Hs form a 2-channel image, [R (Hs) ; I (Hs)], which is the input of the

encoder network in this figure. Through the encoder network, the channel matrix is compressed

into a short feature codeword vector, denoted by s. Note that the length of s is determined

according to the desired compression ratio ρ ∈ (0, 1) of the system. Without loss of generality,

the procedure of this DL-based CSI compression at the UE in Fig. 1 is represented by

s = fen ([R (Hs) ; I (Hs)] ,Θen) , (3)

where fen (·) denotes the encoder network and Θen contains the training parameters of the encoder

network. Afterwards, s is fed back to the BS such that the latter can use a decoder network to

recover the truncated angle-delay-domain CSI matrix Hs from the received codeword s, which

is represented by

Ĥs = fde (s,Θde) , (4)

where fde (·) denotes the decoder network and Θde contains the training parameters of the decoder

network. Finally, conducting the zero padding on the Ĥs for obtaining the complete angle-delay-

domain CSI matrix Ĥd and applying a two-dimensional inverse DFT (2D-IDFT) on the Ĥd for

reconstructing the spatial-frequency-domain H, as shown at the bottom half of Fig. 1.

Our goal is to design the encoder network and decoder network, and train the parameters Θen

and Θde such that the differences between Hs and the recovered Ĥs are minimized.

III. CSI FEATURES AND DESIGN OF DUFFINNET

In this section, we introduce the the inherent physical features in CSI images and their corre-

sponding feature extraction NNs popularly used. In particular, we visualize the CSI compression

feature map extracted by existing NNs and discuss the feature extraction ability of existing CSI

compression feedback NN architecture. In order to fully extract and fuse the physical features
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(a) A CSI image. (b) Feature map of CNN. (c) Feature map of ANN.

Dominant propagation-path feature

NLOS propagation-path feature Features blurred

Features enhanced

Features enhanced

Features blurred

Pixel value display

Fig. 2. Inherent physical features in a CSI image.

in CSI images, we propose the dual-feature fusion enhanced NN, which consists of three new

functional networks.

A. Inherent Physical Features in CSI Images

In practice, due to the randomness of multipath fading and UE locations [37], CSI images

usually contain few sharp pixels with large values, which can be observed by an example

diagram of the CSI image with pixel values displayed, as shown in Fig. 2(a). In particular,

they have large absolute values and are significantly different from their neighboring pixels,

which usually represents the dominant propagation path in practical systems. The spatial pattern

contained in these sharp pixels is regarded as the dominant propagation-path features of the CSI

images. For pixels other than sharp pixels, they usually carry small absolute values and tend

to repeat themselves with slight and smooth changes in the neighboring regions, which denotes

the propagation path with scatterers and reflectors in practical multipath environment. Similarly,

this spatial pattern with the smooth nature is regarded as the NLOS propagation-path features

of the CSI images. Fig. 2(a) is a typical CSI image from the COST2100 channel model [49].

In particular, this image refers to the real part of the truncated angle-delay-domain CSI image

Hs, i.e., the operation of 2D-DFT and the removing of zero values have been conducted. By

observing the CSI image, it can be found that the NLOS propagation-path features are widespread

compared with the dominant propagation-path features, as only a few strong paths exists in the

multipath and the others are weak paths in practical communication environment.
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Fig. 3. (a). Existing CNN-based CSI feedback architecture; (b). Existing ANN-based CSI feedback architecture.

For handling the NLOS propagation-path features in CSI image, typical CNNs are usually

adopted, e.g., in [36], [41], [42], to extract them. As shown in Fig. 3(a), the CNN-based encoder is

first used to extract the NLOS propagation-path feature map and then compress it into a codeword

vector for feedback according to the compression ratio, and finally the corresponding CNN-based

decoder is designed to reconstruct the CSI image from the received codeword. Fig. 2(b) shows the

extracted feature map of the CSI image by CNNs. It is observed that the CNNs extract a feature

map that enhances the NLOS propagation-path features for compression, as this similar regional

features with smooth nature are easily captured by convolutional operations [39]. However,

the challenge in designing effective CNN-based CSI feedback is that CNNs usually blur the

important information related to the dominant propagation path, i.e., the dominant propagation-

path features. In particular, the dominant propagation path is the path between the transmitter

and receiver that exhibits the strongest signal strength and is critical to the overall performance

in wireless communication systems [50]. It is used to estimate the channel parameters, e.g.,

signal-to-noise ratio, channel capacity, channel quality, etc., which is crucial for physical-layer

technologies such as beamforming and signal detection.

In order for the NNs to effectively focus on the dominant propagation-path features of a

CSI image, attention mechanism have been proposed, e.g., in [51], [52], and some attention-

empowered NNs (ANNs) are developed for CSI compression, e.g., in [40]. A typical diagram

of an ANN-based CSI compression and reconstruction is shown Fig. 3(b). Different from the
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convolution operation of CNNs, the ANNs first squeeze the input CSI image into a weight value

vector with a dimension of 1 × 1 × c, where c denotes the number of the input CSI image

channel, which is generally implemented by a pooling-based FNN. Specifically, the pooling

operation, e.g., average pooling and max pooling, can help NNs to focus the receptive field on

the large-valued regions where spatial pattern exhibits sharp nature. Then, through an FNN, an

attention vector, i.e., the weight value vector, can be learned, which represents the importance of

the dominant propagation-path features on all the CSI image channels. Finally, the element-wise

product between the squeezed weight value vector and the input image is performed to obtain

a feature map, which selectively highlights the dominant propagation-path features on different

image channels. In particular, the dominant propagation-path features with large weights on the

dimension of CSI image channels play a more significant role for improving the performance

of CSI reconstruction [52]. Fig. 2(c) shows a feature map extracted by the ANNs. We observe

that ANNs extract a feature map that greatly enhances the dominant propagation-path features

of the original CSI image, but dilute the extraction of the NLOS propagation-path features in

the CSI image.

In fact, for NLOS propagation paths, they also play an essential role in the CSI feedback,

which provides information about the obstacles affecting the signal transmission in wireless

environment. By capturing the NLOS propagation-path features in the CSI feedback, the trans-

mitter can perform efficient signal processing to minimize the interference and fading caused

by the NLOS paths [50]. As a result, both the dominant and NLOS propagation-path features

need to be considered in the design of CSI feedback networks. Motivated by these observations

and analysis, i.e., the need of effective extraction of dual features in the CSI compression, we

propose a dual-feature fusion enhanced network architecture, i.e., DuffinNet, for the processing

of the CSI image. In particular, for the fusion of different CSI feature maps, instead of simply

performing element-wise addition or dot product on them, we design a concise NN for efficient

fusion.

B. DuffinNet Architecture

A concise architecture of the proposed DuffinNet is shown in Fig. 4(a). In particular, it is a

hybrid parallel-serial structure and consists of three networks: convolutional network (ConvNet),

attention-empowered network (AttenNet), and fusion network (FNet). The ConvNet is responsible

for the extraction of the NLOS propagation-path features embedded in the CSI. It is composed
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Fig. 4. (a) Architecture of the proposed DuffinNet, where L denotes the layer number of ConvNet and “∗” represents FNN or

OCN; (b) Framework of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet.

of L convolutional layers with different convolutional kernels. Different from the ConvNet, the

AttenNet focuses on extracting and manipulating the dominant propagation-path features of the

CSI images. Specifically, it consists of either an FNN or an one-dimensional (1D) convolutional

network (OCN) with the attention mechanism. Note that the number of convolutional layers, L,

and the structure selection of AttenNet are regarded as configurable parameters of the DuffinNet.

This parallel network structure successfully unleashes the potential of different types of NNs in

terms of extracting different inherent features of an image. To fully leverage the complementary

strengths between the dominant propagation-path feature map derived from the ConvNet and

the NLOS propagation-path feature map obtained from the AttenNet, we design a concise

fusion network, i.e., the FNet in Fig. 4(a), to integrate both feature maps for learning a more

representative feature map of CSI image. The FNet first concatenates the both feature maps in the

image-channel dimension, i.e., the third dimension, which guarantees that each pixel of the two

feature maps is aligned. Then, a trainable convolutional kernel with a size of a× a is utilized to

perform a weighted fusion on the pixels in the a×a region of the both feature maps. Each weight,

representing the relative importance of each pixel in the kernel, is dynamically adjusted by the

neural network during the stage of training. By sliding the kernel over the concatenated feature

map, FNet produces a more representative feature map that effectively fuses the both features

of the CSI image for compression. This NN-based fusion approach achieves an efficient fusion

by introducing trainable weight variables to explore the importance level of each feature map,

providing a concise and effective scheme for the fusion involving CSI in wireless communication.
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Built upon the proposed DuffinNet, we are ready to develop an encoder-decoder network,

i.e., Duffin-CsiNet, for the MIMO CSI compression and reconstruction. The architecture of the

proposed Duffin-CsiNet is shown in Fig. 4(b). The overall component of DuffinNet is applied in

both the encoder and decoder of the Duffin-CsiNet. In particular, the DuffinNet in the encoder of

Duffin-CsiNet is used to extract the inherent physical features of the CSI images for compression

where FNN-based AttenNet is adopted, while the DuffinNet in the decoder of Duffin-CsiNet is

responsible for the feature procession of the compressed codeword vector for CSI reconstruction

where OCN-based AttenNet is used. The design details are described in the following sections.

Note that similar to previous works, e.g., [32], [35]–[37], the design of NNs is focused and the

feedback error is not considered in this paper.

IV. DESIGN OF DUFFIN-CSINET

In this section, we elaborate the design of Duffin-CsiNet as sketched in Fig. 4(b). In particular,

we first introduce the design of the encoder network, then present the structure of the decoder

network, and finally illustrate the training and deployment of Duffin-CsiNet.

A. Encoder of Duffin-CsiNet

The detailed structure of the encoder network is shown in Fig. 5(a). It consists of two parts:

the DuffinNet and the compression network (ComNet). When we input an original CSI image

into the encoder network, the DuffinNet is the first processor which fully extracts the inherent

features embedded in the CSI image. The DuffinNet in the encoder consists of three components,

i.e., an L-layer ConvNet, an FNN-based AttenNet, and an FNet.

In particular, the ConvNet is used to extract the NLOS propagation-path feature maps of the

CSI image and is composed of L composite convolutional layers with different convolutional

kernels. Each composite convolutional layer is a proper combination of a convolutional layer, a

batch normalization layer, and an activation layer [42]. In the l-th composite convolutional layer,

let Oc
l ∈ Rhl×wl×kl , Ob

l ∈ Rhl×wl×kl , and Oa
l ∈ Rhl×wl×kl denote the corresponding outputs of the

convolutional layer, the batch normalization layer, and the activation layer, respectively, where

l ∈ {1, . . . , L} and hl, wl, and kl are the height, the width, and the number of channel of the



13

output image, respectively. Denote the computations involved in the l-th composite convolutional

layer by ComConvl

(
Oa

l−1, a
1
l × a2l × kl

)
, which consists of the following three steps

Oc
l = Conv2d

(
Oa

l−1,Θ
c
l , ϵ

c
l , a

1
l × a2l × kl

)
, (5)

Ob
l,k [m,n] =

Oc
l,k [m,n]− ϕl,k√

εl,k + ζ
, (6)

Oa
l = σ

(
Ob

l

)
, (7)

where the operator Conv2d denotes a 2D convolutional operation and Θc
l ∈ Ral×al×kl and

ϵcl ∈ Rkl×1 are the weights and bias vector of the convolutional kernels in the l-th composite

convolutional layer, respectively. Ob
l,k [m,n] and Oc

l,k [m,n], m ∈ {1, . . . , hl}, n ∈ {1, . . . , wl},

denote the (m,n)-th element of the k-th image channel, k ∈ {1, . . . , kl}, of Ob
l and Oc

l ,

respectively, ϕl,k and εl,k are the batch mean and variance of the k-th image channel of Oc
l ,

respectively, and ζ is a small float added to the variance to avoid dividing by zero. σ(·) denotes

a nonlinear activation function and here the Leaky Rectified Linear Unit (LeakyReLU) function

is applied

LeakyReLU (x) =

x, x ⩾ 0,

αx, x < 0,
(8)

where α is an adjustable super parameter. Note that Oa
0 ∈ RNt×Ns×2 is the input CSI image and

Oa
L ∈ RNt×Ns×2 is the extracted NLOS propagation-path feature maps. We use G to represent

Oa
L in the later description. Compared to the convolutional layer, the composite convolutional

layer can reduce the possibility of over-fitting, accelerate the speed of convergence, and make

the NN less sensitive to the initialization of weights [53].

On the other hand, the FNN-based AttenNet is used to force the NN to focus on the dominant

propagation-path features of the CSI image. As shown the blue dotted box in Fig. 5(a), it consists

of three sub-networks: Average pooling-based FNN, max pooling-based FNN, and an adaptively

weighted network. Specifically, the input CSI image is first processed by two pooling layers.

The function of the pooling operation is to remove the redundant information, i.e., the small-

valued pixels, and let the NN focus on the large-valued pixels, i.e., the dominant propagation

path region of CSI image. In particular, inspired by the work in [51], we adopt two common

pooling operations, i.e., the average pooling and the max pooling, to fully explore the dominant

propagation-path features of the CSI image for effective compression. Through the both pooling
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Fig. 5. (a). The structure of the encoder in Duffin-CsiNet; (b). The structure of the decoder in Duffin-CsiNet.

layers, the average value-based vector, denoted as a ∈ R1×1×2, and the max value-based vector,

denoted as v ∈ R1×1×2, are obtained, respectively, i.e.,

a [k] =

∑i=Ns, j=Nt
i=1, j=1 Cin,k [i, j]

NsNt
, (9)

v [k] = max (Cin,k) , (10)

where Cin ∈ RNs×Nt×2 is the input of encoder, i.e., the CSI image, Cin,k [i, j] denotes the (i, j)-th

element of the k-th image channel of Cin, and the max operator here is used to take the maximum

value in the k-th image channel of Cin. Then, two attention vectors, denoted as af ∈ R1×1×2

and vf ∈ R1×1×2, are further learned by two FNNs, respectively. The calculations involved in

the two FNNs are expressed as

af = Γfa (Γfa−1 · · · (Γ1a+ τ1) · · ·+ τfa−1) + τfa , (11)

vf = Λfv (Λfv−1 · · · (Λ1v + π1) · · ·+ πfv−1) + πfv , (12)

respectively, where fa and fv are the number of layer of the both FNNs, respectively. Γi ∈

Rpi×pi−1 and τi ∈ Rpi×1, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , fa}, account for the weight matrix and bias vector of i-th

fully-connected layer with pi neurons after average pooling layer, respectively, and Λj ∈ Rqj×qj−1

and πj ∈ Rqj×1, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , fv}, are the weight matrix and bias vector of j-th fully-connected

layer with qj neurons after max pooling layer, respectively. Note that in order to speed up
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the network convergence and avoid potential over fitting, both batch normalization layer and

activation function layer are applied after each fully-connected layer. In particular, the activation

function in the last fully-connected layer adopts the Sigmoid function to limit the values of the

attention vector to [0, 1]. The Sigmoid function is given by

Sigmoid (x) =
1

1 + e−x
, (13)

and the other layers usually use the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) function, i.e.,

ReLU (x) = max (0, x) . (14)

After obtaining both the attention vectors, an adaptively weighted addition strategy is proposed

to effectively acquire the final attention vector. Specifically, we introduce two trainable weights,

denoted as ωa and ωv, and multiply them with the both attention vectors respectively to obtain

the final attention vector, denoted by d ∈ R1×1×2, which is expressed as

d = ωa × af + ωv × vf . (15)

Note that at the beginning of network training, we need to initialize ωa and ωv, and then they

are involved in network training as network trainable parameters, i.e., ωa and ωv are adjusted

adaptively by the proposed network. This adaptive approach fully releases the learning ability

of the NN by introducing two trainable variables, which promotes the NN to obtain an attention

vector that effectively represents the importance of dominant propagation-path features on all

image channels, especially in the case of no prior experience with the input image.

Finally, the dominant propagation-path feature maps, denoted as S ∈ RNs×Nt×2, is obtained

by multiplying d with the original CSI image, i.e., Cin, on the image-channel dimension, which

is expressed as

S = d⊗Cin. (16)

On the other hand, to effectively fuse the both extracted feature maps, i.e., G from the

ConvNet and S from the AttenNet, we first concatenate them on the image-channel dimension

for alignment and then adopt a concise CNN with an af×af×2-dimension convolutional kernel,

referred to the FNet in Fig. 5(a), to fuse the both feature maps. Denote the output of FNet as

J ∈ RNs×Nt×2, which is given by

J = Conv2d (Concat (G,S) ,ΘF, ϵF, af × af × 2) , (17)
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Fig. 6. A diagram of the compression process in ComNet.

where Concat denotes the concatenation operation on image-channel dimension and ΘF ∈

Raf×af×2 and ϵF ∈ Raf×2 are the weights and bias, respectively.

Following the DuffinNet, the final ComNet is used to compress the feature maps J into a

codeword vector according to the compression ratio ρ. The ComNet is composed of a flatten

layer and a fully-connected layer, as shown in the black dotted area of Fig. 5(a). For better

understanding, we provide a diagram of the process of the proposed ComNet, as presented in

Fig. 6. Specifically, we first transform J into a vector by a flatten layer, i.e., convert the dimension

of J from Ns ×Nt × 2 to a vector with 2NsNt × 1 elements and then reduce its dimensionality

by a fully-connected layer according to ρ. The final codeword vector is denoted as s ∈ Rρ2NsNt×1

and the j-th element of s is expressed as

sj =
2NsNt∑
i=1

ωj,i · Flat (J)i + bj,∀j = 1, 2, · · · , ρ2NsNt, (18)

where the Flat (J)i ∈ R denotes the i-th element of the flatten vector, ωj,i ∈ R represents the

trainable weight between the Flat (J)i and the j-th neuron of the fully-connected layer, and

bj ∈ R denotes the trainable bias of the j-th neuron of the fully-connected layer. All the weights

and bias are adaptively adjusted by the Duffin-CsiNet in the training. Finally, the encoder feeds

back the codeword s to the BS through the feedback link.
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B. Decoder of Duffin-CsiNet

The decoder network is used to reconstruct the CSI from the received codeword, i.e., s.

The detailed structure of the decoder network is shown in Fig. 5(b). It consists of three parts:

the preprocessing network (PreNet), the cascaded DuffinNet, and the reconstruction network

(RecNet).

For the received codeword s, the PreNet is the first processor in the decoder of Duffin-CsiNet

which is used to transform the vector s into a T -image-channel feature map. It consists of a fully-

connected layer, a reshape layer, and a composite convolutional layer. Specifically, the dimension

of the codeword s is first raised from ρ2NsNt × 1 to 2NsNt × 1 by a fully-connected layer, then

it is converted into an unprocessed image with a dimension of Ns ×Nt × 2, denoted by U, by

a reshape layer, and finally we transform U into T feature maps, denoted by Ue ∈ RNs×Nt×T ,

by the composite convolutional layer, which is represented by

Ue = ComConv1

(
U, t1e × t2e × T

)
, (19)

where ComConv1 denotes one composite convolutional layer and t1e × t2e ×T is the dimension

of the convolutional kernel.

For the procession of Ue, we exploit the cascaded OCN-based DuffinNet to extract its inherent

feature. The OCN-based DuffinNet consists of three components: an L-layer ConvNet, an OCN-

based AttenNet, and an FNet. In particular, the L-layer ConvNet and the FNet are set the same

as that of the encoder network. Different from the AttenNet of the encoder, the AttenNet of the

decoder applies the adaptive convolutional NN, i.e., OCN with an adaptive-size convolutional

kernel, since OCN processes high-channel-dimension images more efficiently than the FNN of

AttentNet of the encoder [52].

The OCN-based AttenNet is used to extract the dominant propagation-path features of the

feature maps of Ue that is the output of PreNet. As shown in the blue dotted box in Fig. 5(b),

it consists of an average pooling layer and an adaptive convolutional layer. Specifically, Ue is

first processed by average pooling layer, which is expressed by

ue = AveragePool (Ue) , (20)

where ue ∈ R1×1×T denotes the average value-based vector of Ue and AveragePool denotes

the average pooling operator in (9). Then, an 1D convolutional layer which adopts adaptive-size

convolution kernel is used to handle Ue to obtain the attention vector. Denote the size of the
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Fig. 7. (a) Fully-connected layer; (b) Adaptive convolutional layer.

one-dimension convolutional kernel by kadap, and the attention vector, denoted by au ∈ R1×1×T ,

is given by [52]

kadap = | log2 T + 1

2
|odd, (21)

au = Conv1d (ue, kadap) , (22)

where |x|odd represents the nearest odd integer to x and Conv1d denotes the operation of

1D convolution. Applying the attention mechanism, the final dominant propagation-path feature

maps, denoted as Ud ∈ RNs×Nt×T , is obtained by

Ud = σ (au)⊗Ue, (23)

where σ(·) denotes the Sigmoid function defined in (13).

In Fig. 7, we further illustrate the structures of a fully-connected layer and an adaptive

convolutional layer. In particular, the fully-connected layer connects each neural node, which is

suitable for CSI feature extraction and compression as it considers the correlation among all the

elements of the original CSI when extracting the physical features of CSI image. In contrast, the

adaptive convolution layer exploit one-dimension convolution and connects each the neural node

to its adjacent nodes while without altering the dimension, which is usually used for the feature

extraction of high-channel-dimension feature image to improve network performance [52].

Moreover, to effectively extract the inherent features of the unprocessed image Ue, we apply

the structure of cascaded DuffinNet. In particular, as shown in Fig. 5(b), we deploy multiple

DuffinNets in the decoder and the parameter setting of each DuffinNet is identical.

Following the cascaded DuffinNet, a RecNet composed of a composite convolutonal layer is

used to recover the CSI image from the feature maps Ud, which is expressed by

Ĥs = ComConv1

(
Ud, t

1
d × t2d × 2

)
, (24)
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where t1d × t2d × 2 is the dimension of convolutional kernel. In particular, the activation function

in (24) is Sigmoid function instead of LeakyReLU function.

C. Training and Deployment

For the training of Duffin-CsiNet, we adopt the approach of supervised learning. In particular,

the loss function of mean squared error (MSE) is exploited for back propagation of the overall

network, which is expressed as

Loss =
1

Ts

Ts∑
i=1

∥∥∥Ĥs [i]−Hs [i]
∥∥∥2, (25)

where Ts represents the total number of training samples Hs. The Duffin-CsiNet carries out

gradient update and improves the effect of CSI reconstruction by minimizing the value of the

Loss in (25). Besides, we use the NMSE to evaluate the performance of CSI reconstruction of

Duffin-CsiNet, which is defined as

NMSE = E


∥∥∥Ĥs −Hs

∥∥∥2
∥Hs∥2

 . (26)

Compared to MSE, the NMSE can fairly capture the performance gap of different methods,

which has been widely used in existing studies, e.g., in [35]–[39].

Moreover, we exploit the strategy of “warm up” [28] to adapt the learning rate in the training

stage, which is expressed as

ι = ιmin +
1

2
(ιmax − ιmin)

(
1 + cos

(
ts − Tw

Te − Tw

π

))
, (27)

where ι, ιmin, and ιmax denote the current, initial, and final learning rate, respectively. ts is the

value of current epoch, Tw denotes the number of “warm up” epoch, and Te is the total number

of training epoch. Different from other existing popular ways, e.g., fixing the learning rate [26]

and proportionally decreasing the learning rate [43], the “warm up” strategy first lets the NNs

quickly learn by increasing the learning rate in the early epoch and then slow down the speed of

gradient descent by gradually reducing the learning rate, which can in turn speed up the overall

the network convergence and improve the learning performance [28].

For practical applications of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet, to address the challenges of trans-

mitting continuous codeword values [18], we need to quantize the compressed codeword s.

Existing DL-based quantization designs, e.g., [44]–[47], [54], [55], have shown that applying
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Fig. 8. The diagram of the training and deployment of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet with quantization.

quantization to network training is an effective way to improve the performance of low-resolution

quantization. Following this idea, we adopt a two-stage approach with quantization, i.e., pre-

training-based offline training with quantization and online deployment with quantization. As

shown in Fig. 8, we first train the proposed Duffin-CsiNet without quantizing the feedback

codewords for a satisfactory pre-trained network model. After the pre-training is completed, we

deploy the uniform quantizer as in [44]–[47] after the encoder network and then retrain the pre-

trained Duffin-CsiNet. As the derivative of the quantization function is zero almost everywhere,

it cannot be applied in the back propagation of Duffin-CsiNet for gradient update [46]. In order

to address this problem, we adopt the quantization method with gradient forgery strategy applied

in [46] to mimic the gradient of quantization during the back propagation of Duffin-CsiNet in

the stage of training. In particular, the quantization gradient in the training of Duffin-CsiNet is

always set to 1.

On the other hand, for improving the generalization of Duffin-CsiNet, we propose a transfer

learning-based strategy, which allows the NNs to quickly adapt to varying channel environments.

The diagram of the proposed transfer learning-based strategy is shown in Fig. 9. Specifically,

we have a trained Duffin-CsiNet under a channel environment and it enjoys an excellent CSI

reconstruction performance. When the channel environment changes, we can directly transfer
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Fig. 9. Transfer learning-based strategy.

the trained Duffin-CsiNet to better fit the current environment. We only need to sample some

CSI under the current channel environment to refine the trained Duffin-CsiNet for improving

the performance. This transfer learning approach effectively utilizes existing NN knowledge and

achieves satisfactory performance with less training than a full retraining.

It is worth noting that after retraining the Duffin-CsiNet at the BS by adopting the transfer

learning-based strategy, the parameters of the encoder network need to be exchanged with the UE,

which may bring excessive wireless resource overhead, especially when the channel environment

varies frequently. To address the tremendous wireless resource overhead caused by the updating

of encoder network, designing an one-side-NN CSI feedback architecture serves as a promising

solution. Specifically, a trainable NN is only deployed in the decoder at the BS, while a feature

extraction algorithm requiring no training is exploited for CSI compression at the UE. This

one-side framework saves the updating overhead of encoder network parameters. Note that it is

challenging to design effective feature extraction algorithms and the corresponding decoupling

algorithms, providing an interesting direction for future research.

V. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we illustrate the performance of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet. We first describe

the datasets and the network setting. Then, we consider the following aspects to verify the

effectiveness of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet: NMSE performance, visualization of CSI feature ex-

traction, quantization, generalization, network complexity and convergence, bit error rate (BER)

for the reconstructed CSI, and the ablation experiments.

A. Simulation Setup

1) Datasets: As many previous works [36]–[38], [40]–[43], we follow the experimental

settings used in CsiNet [26]. The training sets and the testing sets are generated according to the
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TABLE I

SETTING OF THE PROPOSED DUFFIN-CSINET

Sub-network Layer name Parameter

Encoder

AttenNet

Average Pooling (Max Pooling) N/A

Fully-connected 1 neuron

Batch normalization ζ = 1× 10−5

Activation ReLU

Fully-connected 2 neurons

Batch normalization ζ = 1× 10−5

Activation Sigmoid

ConvNet

Composite 2D convolution
2 kernels of 3 × 3, stride 1, padding (1, 1),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

Composite 2D convolution
2 kernels of 1 × 9, stride 1, padding (0, 4),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

Composite 2D convolution
2 kernels of 9 × 1, stride 1, padding (4, 0),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

FNet 2D convolution 2 kernels of 3 × 3, stride 1, padding (0, 0)

ComNet
Flatten N/A

Fully-connected 2048×ρ neurons

Sub-network Layer name Parameter

Decoder

PreNet

Fully-connected 2048 neurons

Reshape N/A

Composite 2D convolution
64 kernels of 5 × 5, stride 1, padding (2, 2),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

AttenNet

AveragePool N/A

1D convolution 1 kernel of 3 × 1, stride 1, padding (2, 0)

Activation LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

ConvNet

Composite 2D convolution
64 kernels of 3 × 3, stride 1, padding (1, 1),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

Composite 2D convolution
64 kernels of 1 × 9, stride 1, padding (0, 4),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

Composite 2D convolution
64 kernels of 9 × 1, stride 1, padding (4, 0),

ζ = 1×10−5, LeakyReLU, α = 0.3

FNet 2D convolution 2 kernels of 3 × 3, stride 1, padding (0, 0)

RecNet Composite 2D convolution
2 kernels of 5 × 5, stride 1, padding (2, 2),

ζ = 1×10−5, Sigmoid

COST 2100 channel model [49] and we consider two scenarios: the indoor picocellular scenario

at the 5.3 GHz frequency band and the outdoor rural scenario at the 300 MHz frequency band. An

FDD system with Nc = 1024 subcarries is adopted. For the considered massive MIMO system,

the BS is equipped with a uniform linear array with Nt = 32 antennas. After transforming the

original CSI matrix into the angular-delay domain as in (2), the first Ns = 32 rows of Hd in

the delay domain are retained. The training set and the testing set contain 100,000 and 20,000

samples of Hs, respectively. We adopt the training sets during the offline training process. When

the training process is completed and the trained network model is obtained, we apply it to the

test by exploiting the testing set, which corresponds to the online stage.

2) Networks setting and simulation device: The parameter setting of Duffin-CsiNet is sum-

marized in Table I. In particular, the two FNNs in the AttenNet of the encoder are identical.

Moreover, T is selected as 64 and kadap = 3 is obtained by substituting the corresponding T

into (21). The ωa and ωv in the encoder are set to 1.0 and 0.5 at the beginning of network

training, respectively, and the convolutional kernel size af is set to 3 in the FNet. The number of

DuffinNet in the decoder network is selected as 2. We adopt the end-to-end supervised training.

The weights and bias of all the convolutional layers and fully-connected layers are initialized

randomly and the Adam optimizer [37], [38], [40] is used to update the training parameters by

the back propagation of NNs. The number of training epoch Te is set to be 1500, the batch size

is 200, and the learning rate exploits “warm up” strategy and we set the parameters of (27) to

be same as that of [28] for fair comparison, i.e., ιmin = 5×10−5, ιmax = 2×10−3, and Tw = 30.

All subsequent simulations, including the re-experiments of the compared methods, are carried
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TABLE II

NMSE (DB) OF THE NNS IN INDOOR SCENARIO

Method

ρ
1/4 1/8 1/16 1/32 1/64

CsiNet [26] -13.97 -12.14 -9.69 -8.62 -5.36

BCsiNet [33] -24.19 -12.38 -10.42 -9.11 -6.64

CRNet [28] -25.19 -16.01 -11.52 -8.87 -6.27

CLNet [40] -29.04 -15.60 -11.05 -8.63 -6.25

ACRNet [37] -29.83 -18.73 -13.34 -9.62 -7.74

Proposed Duffin-CsiNet -35.19 -23.59 -17.20 -11.69 -8.05

TABLE III

NMSE (DB) OF THE NNS IN OUTDOOR SCENARIO

Method

ρ
1/4 1/8 1/16 1/32 1/64

CsiNet [26] -10.94 -6.47 -4.87 -3.13 -1.93

BCsiNet [33] -11.80 -6.26 -4.98 -3.35 -2.16

CRNet [28] -12.32 -8.04 -5.41 -3.51 -2.22

CLNet [40] -12.88 -8.29 -5.56 -3.49 -2.19

ACRNet [37] -13.55 -9.22 -6.30 -3.83 -2.61

Proposed Duffin-CsiNet -16.12 -11.55 -7.84 -5.52 -3.85

out with the same training settings for a fair comparison in Python 3.8.8 with Pytorch 1.8.0 on

an NVIDIA GTX3090 GPU.

B. NMSE Performance

To validate the performance of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet for CSI compression and re-

construction, we compare the its NMSE with existing DL-based CSI compression methods.

In particular, we select four representative methods using the architecture of CNNs, including

CsiNet [26], BCsiNet [33], CRNet [28], ACRNet [37], and a SOTA method using the architecture

of ANNs, i.e., CLNet [40]. Specifically, we perform the experimental simulations under five

different compression ratios, including 1/4, 1/8, 1/16, 1/32, and 1/64, and apply them in two

channel environment scenarios.

The NMSE results of indoor scenarios are shown in Table II. It can be observed that the

proposed Duffin-CsiNet outperforms the others five existing methods in terms of the NMSE

performance in all the considered compression ratios. In particular, when the compression ratio

is ρ = 1/4, the NMSE results of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet is -35.19 dB, which has about 6

dB gain compared to the CLNet, about 5.5 dB gain compared to the ACRNet, and about 21

dB gain compared to the classic CsiNet. As for the case of high compression ratio, e.g., ρ =

1/32, the proposed Duffin-CsiNet still enjoys a superior NMSE performance compared to the

existing methods, e.g., the Duffin-CsiNet has about 3 dB gain compared to the CsiNet and about

2 dB gain compared to ACRNet. The NMSE results of outdoor scenario are shown in Table III.

Similar to the observation of indoor scenario, the proposed Duffin-CsiNet enjoys a satisfactory

reconstruction performance.
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Original CSI

Fig. 10. Visualization comparison of CSI feature extraction. The (a) column is the original CSI image; (b) column, (c) column,

and (d) column are the extracted feature maps of CRNet, CLNet and proposed Duffin-CsiNet, respectively.

C. Visualization of CSI Feature Extraction

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed dual-feature fusion enhanced method for CSI feature

extraction, we present the encoded feature maps of Duffin-CsiNet versus the other networks, as

shown in Fig. 10. Note that the encoded feature map refers to the feature map extracted by

encoder before compressed into a codeword vector, i.e., J in (17). In particular, two outdoor

channel images with rich scatters are selected for visualization.

From Fig. 10, we observe that the proposed Duffin-CsiNet performs dual-feature extraction

on CSI images compared to the CNN-based CRNet [28] and the ANN-based CLNet [40]. It

illustrates that Duffin-CsiNet outperforms the other two methods on the CSI feature extraction.

Specifically, the proposed Duffin-CsiNet not only extracts the NLOS propagation-path features,

but greatly retains the dominant propagation-path features in the original CSI image, providing

a comprehensive representative feature map for CSI compression compared to the existing NNs.

The powerful feature extraction of DuffinNet leads to the improved CSI reconstruction and

successfully solves the problem of limited feature extraction ability of the existing NNs.

D. Quantization

This section discusses the performance of the adopted two-stage training and deployment

approach in Fig. 8. Taking ρ = 1/8 as an example, we compare the performance of Duffin-CsiNet
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Fig. 11. Quantization performance comparison.
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TABLE IV

NUMBER COMPARISON OF FEEDBACK BITS WITH ρ = 1/8.

Methods
Number of

codeword values

Quantization bits

of per codeword
Total bits

DualQnet [45] 256 6 1,536

CH-DualNetSph-PQB [47] 256 5 1,280

Proposed Duffin-CsiNet 256 2 512

adopting quantization with several SOTA DL-based quantized feedback networks, including

CsiQnet [45], DualQnet [45], JCNet [46], CH-CsiNetPro-PQB [47], and CH-DUalNetSph-PQB

[47]. The corresponding simulation results are shown in Fig. 11. From this figure, it is observed

that the quantization performance of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet outperforms the other DL-

based quantized feedback networks under different quantization bits, especially at low-resolution

quantization, that illustrates the effectiveness of integrating quantization into the stage of Duffin-

CsiNet training and the superiority of Duffin-CsiNet on the performance of CSI reconstruction.

On the other hand, we compare the total number of feedback bits at ρ = 1/8 where the NMSE

of each method is required to -22 dB, as presented in Table IV. From this table, we observe

that the proposed Duffin-CsiNet can effectively save the feedback bits overhead compared with

DualQnet [45] and CH-DualNetSph-PQB [47].

E. Generalization

This section analyzes the generalization of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet. Taking ρ = 1/4 as an

example, we test the CSI reconstruction performance of the indoor scenario using the Duffin-

CsiNet trained in the outdoor scenario to discuss the generalization of Duffin-CsiNet. As shown

in the red curves of Fig. 12, we can observe that the proposed transfer learning-based strategy

converges faster compared to the full retraining strategy. In particular, the proposed transfer
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learning strategy can achieve -4 dB NMSE after 1 epoch and -15 dB NMSE after 10 epochs,

however the full retraining strategy requires 23 epochs and 30 epochs, respectively. This shows

that the proposed transfer learning-based strategy can quickly improve the generalization of

Duffin-CsiNet and enable it to perform a satisfactory reconstruction performance under a small

number of network training epochs, greatly reducing the online network retraining time, which

is crucial for systems with high communication latency requirement.

On the other hand, we apply the proposed transfer learning strategy to the existing CSI feed-

back methods, e.g., CRNet [28]. As shown in the blue curves in Fig. 12, similar to the observation

of Duffin-CsiNet, CRNet also converges faster in early epoch by using the proposed transfer

learning strategy and enjoys better performance compared to full retraining. This illustrates that

the proposed transfer learning strategy enjoys a powerful generalizability and can be applied

to other DL-based CSI feedback methods, providing an effective solution for improving the

generalization performance of DL-based CSI feedback networks.

F. Complexity and Convergence

In general, the NN complexity is measured by the number of network parameters, especially

the trainable network parameters. Taking ρ = 1/4 as an example, we compare the number of

network trainable parameter between the proposed Duffin-CsiNet and other NNs in the case of

indoor scenario, as shown in Table V. We observe that the encoder of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet

achieve a slight parameter number reduction compared to that of other networks, which shows

that the encoder of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet is suitable for the deployment at UE. In addition,

due to the feature map extension of the PreNet and the cascaded structure in decoder, the decoder

has a little parameter number increase compared to other methods. Fortunately, thanks to the

parallel computing power of the graphics processing units (GPUs) that can be used at BS, a small

increase in network trainable parameter does not greatly increase the time of online inference,

i.e., without great latency increase. In particular, we present the inference time of testing set of

different NNs, as shown in the third row of Table V. It can be seen that the online inference

time of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet has a little increase compared to other NNs, but this little

increase is marginal.

On the other hand, we compare the convergence ability between the proposed Duffin-CsiNet

and other NNs, where ρ = 1/16 is applied for an example, as shown in Fig. 13. In particular,

we select four CNN-based methods, including CsiNet [26], BCsiNet [33], CRNet [28], ACRNet
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TABLE V

NETWORK COMPLEXITY COMPARISON, ρ = 1/4.

CsiNet [26] BCsiNet [33] CRNet [28] CLNet [40] ACRNet [37] Proposed Duffin-CsiNet

Encoder Param. (M) 1.049 1.051 1.051 1.051 1.051 1.049

Decoder Param. (M) 1.051 1.054 1.052 1.052 1.072 1.427

Inference Time (s) 5.587 5.763 5.775 5.763 5.774 5.806
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[37], and an ANN-based method, i.e., CLNet [40]. Specifically, we observe that the proposed

Duffin-CsiNet quickly reduces the NMSE in the early epochs, e.g., from 1 to 20 epochs, and

obtain better NMSE performance than other methods, i.e., below the reference line. With the

epoch increasing, the proposed Duffin-CsiNet stably converges the NMSE to the minimum value,

especially after 500 epochs, and finally the converged NMSE has respectively 6.85 dB gain and

3.2 dB gain compared to the CsiNet and the ACRNet. This verifies the stability and effectiveness

of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet, and this stable convergence ability comes from the parallel-serial

hybrid structure for feature extraction in Duffin-CsiNet and the effective strategy of learning rate

change in (27).

G. BER for Reconstructed CSI

To evaluate the end-to-end performance of the system by exploiting the reconstructed CSI, we

conduct the experiments on the BER of different DL-based CSI feedback methods, as presented

in Fig. 14. In particular, we compare the BER performance of three CSI feedback networks,

including the CsiNet [26] focusing on the NLOS propagation-path features of the CSI image,

the CLNet [40] focusing on the dominant propagation-path features of the CSI image, and the

proposed Duffin-CsiNet integrating the both features of the CSI image. Quadrature Phase Shift

Keying (QPSK) modulation is adopted and the precoding vector is a maximum-ratio-transmission

(MRT) beamformer designed by using the reconstructed CSI matrix. From Table II and Fig. 14,
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TABLE VI

THE PERFORMANCE (DB) COMPARISON OF THREE FUSION APPROACHES.

Scenario
Fusion approach

ρ
1/4 1/8 1/16 1/32 1/64

Indoor

Element-wise addition -28.96 -21.34 -15.25 -10.63 -7.89

Dot product -24.34 -20.52 -14.14 -10.07 -7.73

Proposed NN-based fusion -35.19 -23.59 -17.20 -11.69 -8.05

Outdoor

Element-wise addition -14.88 -10.57 -7.09 -4.37 -2.96

Dot product -12.24 -7.612 -6.17 -3.98 -2.55

Proposed NN-based fusion -16.12 -11.55 -7.84 -5.52 -3.85

it is observed that the proposed Duffin-CsiNet achieves the lowest NMSE and outperforms the

other methods in terms of BER under different signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs). This benefits from

the efficient CSI feature processing module that adequately extracts the two physical features

embedded in CSI image, validating the necessity for dual-propagation-feature extraction and the

effectiveness of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet.

H. Ablation Experiment

In this section, we first compare the performance of the three fusion approaches in FNet,

including element-wise addition, dot production, and the proposed NN-based fusion. Specifically,

two scenarios including the indoor scenario and the outdoor scenario are chosen for evaluation, as

presented in Table VI. As observed from the results, the proposed NN-based fusion outperforms

the other two fusion approaches at the five selected compression ratios. For example, when ρ

= 1/4 at the indoor scenario, the proposed NN-based fusion can provide a gain of 6.23 dB and

a gain of 10.85 dB compared with the element-wise addition and the dot product approaches,

respectively. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed NN-based fusion.

On the other hand, due to multipath fading in practice, the dominant propagation path usually

arrives with a short delay and the NLOS propagation path arrives at with a bit longer delay [46].

Therefore, the Ns rows of Hd is needed to be selected to ensure that all the dominant propagation-

path information and most NLOS propagation-path information are retained. In general, the first

Ns rows with zero offsets are chosen in existing DL-based CSI feedback methods, e.g., in [37]–

[39]. In particular, we evaluate the impact of different offsets for CSI reconstruction in the indoor

scenario of COST2100 channel model [49], as shown in Fig. 15. The offset is selected as 0, 1, 2,

3, and 4, and the offset areas are padding by zero values after the truncated Ĥs is reconstructed.

To better demonstrate the impact of the offset on the reconstructed spatial-frequency-domain CSI
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Fig. 15. Consine similarity of CSI reconstruction with different offsets in the indoor scenario of COST2100 [49].

matrix H, the cosine similarity β is used for performance evaluation [26], which is expressed

by

β = E

{
1

Nc

Nc∑
n=1

(
|ĥnhn|

∥ĥn∥2∥hn∥2

)}
. (28)

From this figure, we observe that the cosine similarity under zero offset is the highest among

the five compression ratios and the cosine similarity decreases with the increasing offset, which

illustrates that the existence of offsets indeed affects the performance of CSI reconstruction and

demonstrates that introducing a zero offset is the optimal for the indoor scenario of the COST2100

channel model. However, in some special scenarios, e.g., long-distance communication systems

with rich scatters, the delays of all propagation paths are long and there exists an optimal non-zero

offset, which may need to be derived through engineering experience or mathematical theory,

providing an interesting direction for potential future research.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper first proposed a dual-feature fusion enhanced network named DuffinNet for the

extraction of the physical features in the CSI image. The proposed DuffinNet is a parallel-serial

hybrid structure. It not only focuses on the NLOS propagation-path features through a CNN but

also pays attention to the dominant propagation-path features of the CSI image through an ANN

and effectively exploits their interplay through a fusion NN. Based on the proposed architecture of

DuffinNet, this paper designed an encoder-decoder framework named Duffin-CsiNet for greatly

improving the performance of MIMO CSI compression and reconstruction. In addition, a two-

stage approach was developed for the feedback codeword quantization and a transfer learning-

based method was introduced for improving the generalization of Duffin-CsiNet, which facilitates
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the practical deployment of the proposed Duffin-CsiNet. The simulation results showed that

the proposed Duffin-CsiNet noticeably outperformed existing SOTA methods in terms of CSI

reconstruction accuracy, feature extraction, encoder complexity, network convergence, and end-

to-end performance of system, under various scenarios.
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