
ar
X

iv
:2

31
2.

01
10

0v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 2

 D
ec

 2
02

3
1

Prior-Aware Robust Beam Alignment

for Low-SNR Millimeter-Wave Communications
Jihun Park, Yongjeong Oh, Jaewon Yun, Seonjung Kim, and Yo-Seb Jeon

Abstract—This paper presents a robust beam alignment tech-
nique for millimeter-wave communications in low signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) environments. The core strategy of our technique is to
repeatedly transmit the most probable beam candidates to reduce
beam misalignment probability induced by noise. Specifically, for a
given beam training overhead, both the selection of candidates and
the number of repetitions for each beam candidate are optimized
based on channel prior information. To achieve this, a deep neural
network is employed to learn the prior probability of the optimal
beam at each location. The beam misalignment probability is then
analyzed based on the channel prior, forming the basis for an
optimization problem aimed at minimizing the analyzed beam
misalignment probability. A closed-form solution is derived for a
special case with two beam candidates, and an efficient algorithm
is developed for general cases with multiple beam candidates.
Simulation results using the DeepMIMO dataset demonstrate
the superior performance of our technique in dynamic low-SNR
communication environments when compared to existing beam
alignment techniques.

Index Terms—Millimeter-wave communication, beam align-
ment, beam management, low signal-to-noise ratio, beam prior
probability

I. INTRODUCTION

Millimeter-wave (mmWave) communication has received

great attention as a key technology for achieving multi-Gbps

data rates by utilizing multi-GHz bandwidths [1]. However, a

major bottleneck of mmWave communication is the severe free-

space path loss and atmospheric absorption, which dramatically

decrease the received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). This lim-

itation hinders the practical use of mmWave communication

in a wide range of applications. The most widely adopted

solution to overcome this bottleneck is to apply directional

beamforming using a large antenna array, which provides

additional beamforming gain to compensate for the severe

attenuations in mmWave channels [1], [2]. To fully leverage

the advantage of the directional beamforming, it is crucial to

align the beam direction with the mmWave channel direction.

This makes beam alignment as a key process to facilitate

mmWave communications in modern wireless standards such

as 802.11ad and 5G NR [2], [3]. A straightforward approach

for beam alignment is the exhaustive search which involves

transmitting all codewords in a beam codebook. However,

due to its reliance on brute-force search, it often results in
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significant beam training overhead which linearly increases

with the codebook size.

There is a rich literature on efficient beam alignment tech-

niques tailored for mmWave communication systems. Beam

alignment techniques can be categorized into two types: (i)

hierarchical search, and (ii) environment-aware search. In

the hierarchical search, a beam alignment process begins by

searching wider beams and gradually narrows down the search

based on received reporting information, effectively reducing

the overall beam training overhead [4]–[6]. However, it still

needs to search over all potential directions in the environment,

thus requiring beam overhead that scales with the size of the

antenna array. This limitation is addressed by the environment-

aware search, which leverages prior information captured from

environments such as user location information [7]–[9], sub-

6 GHz channel data [10], [11], other relevant contextual

information [12], [13], and the incorporation of multimodal

data [14], [15]. These environment-aware techniques employ

supervised learning with sufficient training data to capture

and model the complex relationships between side information

and probable beam directions [16]. Then, by leveraging the

learned relationships, these techniques reduce the size of the

beam search space in order to facilitate fast and efficient beam

alignment. Although most of these techniques primarily focus

on predicting a single optimal beam, they often select multiple

beam candidates (i.e., the top-k method) to improve beam

prediction accuracy. In this context, all the aforementioned

techniques need to rely on comparing the powers of received

signals to determine the optimal beam index. However, this

beam determination process exhibits vulnerabilities in low SNR

conditions because the received signal with the optimal beam

index may not offer the highest power in the presence of noise.

This limitation is particularly problematic when user equipment

(UE) is located at the cell edge or when there is particularly

severe path loss due to shadowing effects and blockage [17].

Therefore, the development of beam alignment techniques for

low-SNR environments is crucial to enhance the cell coverage

of mmWave communication systems, which is key to enlarging

the applicability of mmWave communications.

Very limited work has focused on beam alignment for low-

SNR mmWave communications [18]–[20]. In [18], the vulner-

ability of hierarchical beam search in low SNR was analyzed,

emphasizing that the employment of wider beams diminishes

beamforming gain, making it challenging to identify the optimal

beam index during the early stages in a low SNR regime.

This study suggests that exhaustive search with sufficient pilot
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lengths might be more advantageous in low SNR conditions.

However, this approach causes a significant beam training

overhead, as sufficient pilot lengths must be allocated across

all the beam codewords. In [19], [20], a hierarchical multi-

stage structure was introduced with a rate-adaptation method

that adaptively allocates more channel measurements in the

early stages. However, this approach still necessitates scanning

all possible directions with multiple rounds, resulting in a large

training overhead that hinders its use in fast-fading scenarios

with limited channel coherence time. Therefore, to fully harness

the advantages of mmWave communications even in the low-

SNR regime, it is crucial to develop a beam alignment tech-

nique that not only provides robustness against noise impact

but also reduces the beam training overhead.

In this paper, we propose a robust beam alignment technique

for low-SNR mmWave communications, which reduces beam

misalignment probability induced by noise. The key idea of the

proposed technique is to repeatedly transmit the most probable

beam candidates with the optimized number of beam repeti-

tions, in order to minimize the beam misalignment probability

without imposing a significant beam training overhead. To this

end, we employ a deep neural network (DNN) that learns the

prior probability of the optimal beam at each location. We

then analyze the beam misalignment probability by utilizing

the beam prior probability estimated by the DNN as the

channel prior, guiding the optimal selection of beam candidates.

For a special case with two beam candidates, we derive a

closed-form expression for the optimal beam repetitions. For

a general number of beam candidates, we develop an efficient

algorithm to determine the optimal beam allocation among the

candidates. Using simulations, we demonstrate the superiority

of the proposed beam alignment technique in dynamic low-

SNR environments compared to existing techniques. The main

contributions of this paper are summarized below.

• We introduce a beam repetition strategy for robust beam

alignment in low-SNR mmWave communications. In this

strategy, we consider the repeated transmission of the

most probable beam candidates, while allocating different

numbers of beam repetitions for these candidates. We

also introduce a DL-based optimization framework for this

strategy. In this framework, we utilize a DNN to estimate

the prior probability of each beam codeword being optimal

at each location and then leverage the estimated prior

probabilities as channel priors.

• We analyze the beam misalignment probability of our

beam repetition strategy in low-SNR mmWave commu-

nications based on the channel prior information. In this

analysis, we characterize the beam misalignment proba-

bility as a function of the set of beam candidates and the

number of beam repetitions for these candidates. Based on

this analysis, we prove that the optimal selection of beam

candidates to minimize the beam misalignment probability

is to select the beam codewords with the largest beam prior

probabilities.

• We optimize the number of beam repetitions for the

selected beam codewords under the constraint of beam

training overhead. Specifically, for the special case with

two beam candidates, we derive a closed-form expression

for the optimal beam allocation among these candidates.

For a general number of beam candidates, we develop an

efficient algorithm to minimize the upper bound of the

beam misalignment probability under certain relaxations.

In this development, we demonstrate that finding the

optimal beam allocation for this general case involves the

use of water-filling algorithms.

• We discuss practical solutions to overcome challenges that

may arise when employing the proposed beam alignment

technique, including a feedback strategy and potential

solutions for non-stationary channels. Additionally, we

explore various possibilities for extending the proposed

technique, such as its extension to wideband scenarios and

the potential for incorporating additional side information.

• We demonstrate the superiority of the proposed beam

alignment technique with comprehensive simulations. We

first validate the effectiveness of our optimal beam repe-

tition strategy under the assumption of perfect beam prior

probability. We then evaluate the performance improve-

ment achieved by the proposed technique with the DNN-

based beam prior probability under dynamic channel con-

ditions with the DeepMIMO dataset [21]. Our technique

consistently demonstrates superior performance compared

to existing techniques, particularly in dynamic channels

and low-SNR communication scenarios, highlighting the

effectiveness in practical scenarios.

In this paper, we build upon our previous work [22] and ex-

tend our analysis by deriving a closed-form solution for optimal

beam allocation in a special case with two beam candidates.

Furthermore, we demonstrate that the solution for the special

case aligns with the general solution we proposed. Additionally,

we discuss practical considerations for our proposed beam

alignment technique, providing insights to address challenges

that may arise in practical scenarios, as well as exploring

various possibilities for its extension. Finally, we also present

additional simulation results to comprehensively validate the

proposed technique, highlighting its effectiveness in practical

scenarios.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we introduce a mmWave communication

system considered in our work and then present the challenge

of a beam alignment process in low-SNR environments.

We consider a mmWave multiple-input single-output (MISO)

communication system, where the base station (BS) is equipped

with a uniform linear array (ULA) consisting of N antenna

elements, and the UE has a single-antenna. The BS is located

at a fixed position (x̃BS, ỹBS), and performs beam alignment

with the UE located at any coordinate (x̃ℓ, ỹℓ). In this system,

we assume that the BS and UE are synchronized; thereby, the

UE is capable of providing feedback to the BS on the transmit

beamforming indices during the beam alignment [23], [24].
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We consider the Saleh-Valenzuela channel model [25]–[27],

in which the mmWave channel between the BS and the UE

located at the coordinate (x̃ℓ, ỹℓ) is modeled as

hℓ =

Lℓ∑

i=1

αℓ,ia(φℓ,i), (1)

where Lℓ is the number of paths, αℓ,i is the complex gain of

the i-th path, φℓ,i is the angle of departure of the i-th path,

a(φℓ,i) is the array response vector of the BS, given by

a(φℓ,i) =
1√
N

[

1, ej
2π
λ
d sinφℓ,i , . . . , ej(N−1) 2π

λ
d sinφℓ,i

]T

,

(2)

λ is the carrier wavelength, and d is the antenna spacing

between elements of the ULA. In this work, we consider a dy-

namic channel scenario, in which the parameters Lℓ, {αℓ,i}Lℓ

i=1,

and {φℓ,i}Lℓ

i=1 are random variables that follow stationary

distributions that can differ across different UE locations. For

the beam alignment process, we assume that the BS leverages

a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) beam codebook, defined as

F = [f1, f2, · · · , fN ] ∈ CN×N , which is a widely adopted in

3GPP [28]. Each codeword of F is denoted by

fc =
1√
N

[

1, e−j2π·
c
N , · · · , e−j2π· (N−1)·c

N

]T

, (3)

where c ∈ C = {1, . . . , N}. Let T = {t1, . . . , tN} be the time

index set of the beam training period.

Consider the beam training process based on the exhaustive

search. In this aproach, the BS transmits the beam codeword

fc at time slot tc ∈ T for all c ∈ C. As a result, the baseband

received signal at the UE at time slot tc ∈ T is given by

yℓ[tc] = hH

ℓ fc + zℓ[tc], (4)

where zℓ[n] is the additive white Gaussian noise with zero mean

and variance σ2. After receiving the signals {yℓ[tc]}Nc=1, the

beam index ĉ⋆ℓ with the maximum received power is determined

as follows:

ĉ⋆ℓ = argmax
c∈C

|yℓ[tc]|2. (5)

It should be noted that if the SNR is sufficiently high, the

beam index ĉ⋆ℓ determined by the exhaustive search would be

the same as the optimal beam index c⋆ℓ , defined as

c⋆ℓ = argmax
c∈C

|hH

ℓ fc|2. (6)

Unfortunately, practical mmWave communication systems may

operate in a low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime when the

UE is located at the cell edge or when there is particularly

severe path loss due to shadowing effects and blockage. In such

cases, the probability of a beam mismatch between ĉ⋆ℓ and c⋆ℓ is

not negligible. If the beam codeword with the mismatched index

is adopted during data transmission, the corresponding data rate

can be severely degraded due to a low effective channel gain.

III. PROPOSED PRIOR-AWARE ROBUST BEAM ALIGNMENT

TECHNIQUE

In this section, we propose a prior-aware robust beam align-

ment technique to reduce a beam mismatch probability in low-

SNR mmWave communications.

A. Beam Repetition Strategy

In the proposed technique, we consider a beam repetition

strategy which involves repeated transmission of each beam

codeword during the beam training period. Let rℓ,c be the

number of beam repetitions for c-th beam codeword fc, and let

Tc = {tc,1, . . . , tc,rℓ,c} be the set of the time indices allocated

for transmitting the c-th beam codeword. In this scenario, the

average of the received signals {yℓ[n]}∀n∈Tc
is given by

ȳℓ,c =
1

rℓ,c

∑

n∈Tc

yℓ[n] = hH

ℓ fc + z̄ℓ,c, (7)

where z̄ℓ,c =
1
rℓ,c

∑

n∈Tc
zℓ[n] is the effective noise that follows

the complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance

σ2
ℓ,c (i.e., z̄ℓ,c ∼ CN (0, σ2

ℓ,c)). Then the best beam index can be

determined using the average received signal ȳℓ,c as follows:

ĉ⋆ℓ = argmax
c∈C

|ȳℓ,c|2. (8)

It should be noted that the variance of the effective noise z̄ℓ,c
is given by σ2

ℓ,c = σ2/rℓ,c, implying that the effective SNR

improves as the number of beam repetitions increases. As a

result, the beam index ĉ⋆ℓ determined from (8) approaches the

optimal beam index c⋆ℓ as the number rℓ,c of beam repetitions

increases for all c ∈ C, i.e.,

ĉ⋆ℓ = argmax
c∈C

|ȳℓ,c|2
∀rℓ,c→∞−→ c⋆ℓ = argmax

c∈C
|hH

ℓ fc|2. (9)

The main challenge behind the above beam repetition strat-

egy is that transmitting all the beam codewords with repetition

may result in an unaffordable beam training overhead due to

limited channel coherence time. This challenge becomes more

pronounced in mmWave systems with large antenna arrays,

as even a small number of beam repetitions can lead to an

excessive beam training overhead. To address this challenge, in

the following subsections, we will optimize not only the best

set of beam candidates, but also the optimal number of beam

repetitions for each candidate based on prior knowledge about

channel distribution.

B. Learning the Beam Prior Probability

To obtain the channel prior crucial for optimizing the beam

repetition strategy in Sec. III-A, we leverage a DNN designed

to learn the prior probability of the optimal beam across

various UE locations. Our motivation is that the directionality

of a mmWave channel heavily depends on the surrounding

environment, and location information can capture pivotal

characteristics of this environment. Consequently, location can

establish a strong connection with the stochastic characteristics

inherent to the mmWave channel.
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Let gℓ ∈ [0, 1]N be the beam prior probability vector at

location ℓ, defined as

gℓ =
[
P(c⋆ℓ = 1), · · · ,P(c⋆ℓ = N)

]T
, (10)

where the c-th entry of gℓ represents the probability of the c-th
beam codeword being the optimal at location ℓ. In the proposed

beam alignment technique, a DNN is employed to learn the

non-linear mapping relationship from the location (x̃ℓ, ỹℓ) to

the beam prior probability vector gℓ, i.e.,

gℓ ≈ fθ

(
(x̃ℓ, ỹℓ)

)
, (11)

where fθ : R2 7−→ RN denotes a non-linear mapping process

executed by the DNN with the weights θ. For the training of

the DNN, it is assumed that sufficient training data samples

are attained from beam training history. The training dataset

for location ℓ is denoted by

Dℓ = {((x̃ℓ, ỹℓ), ec⋆
ℓ
)}, (12)

where ec⋆
ℓ

is a one-hot encoded vector, with the element

corresponding to the index of the optimal beam set to one,

and the rest set to zero. Then the total training dataset is given

by D = ∪ℓDℓ. Utilizing the training dataset D, the weights

θ of the DNN are trained to minimize the cross-entropy loss

function. How to utilize the beam prior probability estimated

by the DNN for optimizing our beam repetition strategy will

be discussed in the sequel.

C. Analysis of Beam Misalignment Probability

We now analyze a beam misalignment probability by uti-

lizing the beam prior probability estimated by our DNN as

the channel prior. In this analysis, we aim at characterizing

the beam misalignment probability as a function of the beam

candidate set and the number of repetitions for each candidate.

Let Sℓ ⊂ C be the set of the beam candidates for location ℓ,
and let rℓ,Sℓ(i) be the number of beam repetitions allocated

for the i-th beam candidate in Sℓ. By the definition, the beam

misalignment probability, namely pmiss,ℓ, can be expressed as

the sum of two probabilities:

pmiss,ℓ = pmiss−sel,ℓ + pmiss−det,ℓ, (13)

where pmiss−sel,ℓ denotes the probability of beam miss-

selection occurring due to the optimal beam not being in-

cluded in the beam candidate set, and pmiss−det,ℓ denotes the

probability of miss-determination occurring due to the failure

to determine the optimal beam within the candidate set Sℓ
because of the noise. These two probabilities can be further

characterized as

pmiss−sel,ℓ =
∑

c∈Sc
ℓ

P
(
|hH

ℓ fc|2 > max
j 6=c

|hH

ℓ fj |2
)
, (14)

and

pmiss−det,ℓ =
∑

c∈Sℓ

P

(

max
j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

|ȳℓ,j|2 > |ȳℓ,c|2,

|hH

ℓ fc|2 > max
j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

|hH

ℓ fj |2
)

, (15)

respectively.

As can be seen from (14) and (15), exact characterization

of the beam misalignment probability in (13) requires perfect

knowledge of the true channel distribution. Unfortunately, in

practice, it is very challenging to acquire this knowledge

due to diverse communication environments. To circumvent

this challenge, we treat the beam prior probability vector ĝℓ,

estimated by our DNN, as if it is a true beam probability vector.

Then, one can easily see that the beam prior probability vector

ĝℓ holds when the channel distribution at location ℓ is given

by

P(hℓ = αℓfc) = ĝℓ,c, ∀c ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (16)

Motivated by the above fact, we employ the channel model

in (16) for characterizing the beam miss-selection and miss-

determination probabilities. From (16), the beam miss-selection

probability can be characterized as

pmiss−sel,ℓ

=
∑

c∈Sc
ℓ

N∑

k=1

P
(
|hH

ℓ fc|2 > max
j 6=c

|hH

ℓ fj |2
∣
∣hℓ=αℓfk

)
P(hℓ=αℓfk)

=
∑

c∈Sc
ℓ

ĝℓ,c = 1−
∑

c∈Sℓ

ĝℓ,c. (17)

Similarly, the beam miss-determination probability in (15) can

be rewritten as

pmiss−det,ℓ

=
∑

c∈Sℓ

N∑

k=1

P

(

max
j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

|ȳℓ,j |2 > |ȳℓ,c|2,

|hH

ℓ fc|2 > max
j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

|hH

ℓ fj |2
∣
∣
∣
∣
hℓ = αℓfk

)

P(hℓ = αℓfk)

=
∑

c∈Sℓ

P

(

max
j 6=c,j∈S

|αℓfHc fj + z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓfHc fc + z̄ℓ,c|2
)

ĝℓ,c.

(18)

Recall that we adopt the DFT codebook with a size equal to

the number of transmit antennas. By the property of the DFT

codebook, all codewords are orthogonal, satisfying fHc fj = 0,

∀c 6= j. Using this, the upper bound of the beam miss-

determination probability can be derived as

pmiss−det,ℓ =
∑

c∈Sℓ

P

(

max
j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2
)

ĝℓ,c

(a)

≤
∑

c∈Sℓ

ĝℓ,c
∑

j 6=c,j∈Sℓ

P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)
, (19)

where (a) follows from the union bound. Utilizing the fact

that z̄ℓ,c ∼ CN (0, σ2/rℓ,c), we characterize the pair-wise miss-

determination probability P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ+ z̄ℓ,c|2

)
in (19). This

result is given in the following lemma:

Lemma 1: The pair-wise miss-determination probability
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P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)
is computed as

P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 >|αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)
=

rℓ,c
rℓ,c + rℓ,j

exp

(

− rℓ,crℓ,j
rℓ,c + rℓ,j

ρℓ

)

,

(20)

where ρℓ = |αℓ|2/σ2 is the received SNR at location ℓ.
Proof: See Appendix A.

Applying Lemma 1 into (19), the upper bound of the beam

miss-determination probability is obtained as

pmiss−det,ℓ ≤
∑

c∈S

ĝℓ,c
∑

j 6=c,j∈S

κℓ,c,jexp
(

− κℓ,c,jrℓ,jρℓ

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

,p̂miss−det,ℓ

,

(21)

where κℓ,c,j = rℓ,c/(rℓ,c+rℓ,j). Consequently, the upper bound

of the beam misalignment probability is derived as

pmiss,ℓ = pmiss−sel,ℓ + pmiss−det,ℓ

≤ 1−
∑

c∈Sℓ

ĝℓ,c

(

1−
∑

j 6=c,j∈S

κℓ,c,jexp
(

− κℓ,c,jrℓ,jρℓ

))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

,p̂miss,ℓ

.

(22)

As can be seen in (22), there exists a trade-off between the

size of the beam candidate set and the number of beam

repetitions for each candidate. For example, if we increase

the size of the beam candidate set, this decreases the beam

miss-selection probability as the likelihood of including the

optimal beam in the candidate set increases. However, for

a given beam training overhead, increasing the size of the

beam candidate set naturally decreases the number of beam

repetitions for each candidate. This leads to the increase in the

beam miss-determination probability because the less number

of beam repetitions decreases the SNR of the received signal

in (7). Therefore, it is crucial to optimize both the selection

of beam candidates and the number of beam repetitions for

each candidate, in order to minimize the beam misalignment

probability.

D. Optimization Problem Formulation

Based on the analysis of the beam misalignment probability

in Sec. III-C, we optimize both the selection of beam candidates

and the number of repetitions for each candidate, to minimize

the upper bound in (22). From (22), one can easily notice

that the upper bound p̂miss,ℓ is minimized when the beam

codewords with the highest prior probabilities are chosen as

beam candidates. Therefore, for a fixed size S, the optimal set

of the beam candidates is determined as

S⋆ℓ (S) = {c⋆ℓ,1, c⋆ℓ,2, . . . , c⋆ℓ,S}, (23)

where c⋆ℓ,i is the index of the beam codeword with the i-th
largest ĝℓ,i, and S is the size of the beam candidate set.

Given the optimal set in (23), the remaining task is to

optimize the size S of the beam candidate set and the num-

ber of beam repetitions for each candidate in S⋆ℓ (S). Define

rℓ(S) = [rℓ,c⋆
ℓ,1
, · · · , rℓ,c⋆

ℓ,S
]T as a beam allocation vector

which represents the allocation of the beam repetitions for the

beam candidates in S⋆ℓ (S). Then, the optimization problem to

determine S and rℓ(S) to minimize the beam misalignment

probability for a given beam training overhead Rsum is formu-

lated as

argmin
S,rℓ(S)

p̂miss,ℓ, s.t. 1Trℓ(S) ≤ Rsum. (24)

A straightforward way to solve the optimization problem

in (24) is to take an exhaustive searching approach which

necessitates comparing all possible choices of S and rℓ(S).
This approach, however, involves tremendous computational

complexity because even for a fixed size S, the number of par-

titions of Rsum into S positive integers exceeds 1
S!

(
Rsum−1

S

)S

[29]. To address this problem, in what follows, we first derive

the optimal beam allocation for a special case with S = 2 and

then develop a computationally-efficient algorithm to determine

the near-optimal beam allocation for the general case of S > 2.

E. Closed-Form Solution for Optimal Beam Allocation with

S = 2

In this subsection, we characterize the closed-form expres-

sion for the optimal beam allocation to minimize the beam

misalignment probability when S = 2. Without loss of gen-

erality, suppose that the optimal candidate set is given by

S⋆ℓ (2) = {c⋆ℓ,1, c⋆ℓ,2} = {1, 2}. Then the optimization problem

in (24) for S = 2 can be reformulated as

argmin
rℓ,1,rℓ,2

p̂miss−det,ℓ

s.t. rℓ,1 + rℓ,2 ≤ Rsum. (25)

For S = 2, the beam miss-determination probability p̂miss−det,ℓ

is rewritten as

p̂miss−det,ℓ =
rℓ,1ĝℓ,1 + rℓ,2ĝℓ,2

Rsum
exp

(

−rℓ,1rℓ,2
Rsum

ρℓ

)

. (26)

Due to the integer constraints on rℓ,1 and rℓ,2, it is difficult to

characterize the closed-form solution of the problem in (25).

To circumvent this difficulty, we relax these constraints by

treating rℓ,1 and rℓ,2 as non-negative real numbers. Define

xℓ , rℓ,2/rℓ,1 as the beam-allocation ratio between two

candidates, where xℓ is a non-negative real number. Given beam

training overhead Rsum, the beam allocations can be expressed

as rℓ,1 = Rsum/(xℓ + 1), rℓ,2 = xℓRsum/(xℓ + 1). Utilizing

these expressions, the beam miss-determination probability in

(26) is rewritten as a function of xℓ:

p̂miss−det,ℓ(xℓ)

=

(
ĝℓ,1Rsum + ĝℓ,2xℓRsum

(xℓ + 1)Rsum

)

exp

(

− xℓRsum

(xℓ + 1)2
ρℓ

)

=
(kℓ + xℓ)ĝℓ,2

xℓ + 1
exp

(

− xℓ
(xℓ + 1)2

βℓ

)

, (27)

where βℓ = Rsumρℓ and kℓ = ĝℓ,1/ĝℓ,2. The optimal beam-

allocation ratio, namely x⋆ℓ , that minimizes p̂miss−det,ℓ(x) is
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characterized as a closed-form expression, as given in the

following theorem:

Theorem 1: If ĝℓ,1 > ĝℓ,2, the optimal beam-allocation ratio

x⋆ℓ satisfies x⋆ℓ > 1, and is determined as

x⋆ℓ =







−aℓ,1+
√
a2
ℓ,1−4aℓ,2aℓ,0

2aℓ,2
, if βℓ > kℓ − 1,

−aℓ,0
aℓ,1

, if βℓ = kℓ − 1, βℓ > 2,
−aℓ,1−

√
a2
ℓ,1−4aℓ,2aℓ,0

2aℓ,2
, if 2 < βℓ < kℓ − 1, D > 0,

∞, otherwise,

(28)

where aℓ,2 = βℓ − kℓ + 1, aℓ,1 = (βℓ − 2)(kℓ − 1), aℓ,0 =
−(βℓ + 1)kℓ + 1, and D = a2ℓ,1 − 4aℓ,2aℓ,0.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Subsequently, since we have relaxed the constraints into the

real domain, the original constraints can be re-applied to find

the optimal values as follows:

(r⋆ℓ,1, r
⋆
ℓ,2) =







(⌊
Rsum

x⋆ℓ + 1

⌋

,

⌊
x⋆ℓRsum

x⋆ℓ + 1

⌋)

, if
Rsum

x⋆ℓ + 1
> 1,

(1, Rsum − 1), if
Rsum

x⋆ℓ + 1
≤ 1.

(29)

It is worth noting that if Rsum/(x
⋆
ℓ + 1) > 1, the floor function

may result in a remainder of 1 for the training overhead. This

can be compensated by adding 1 to the side that makes the

ratio r⋆ℓ,2/r
⋆
ℓ,1 closer to x⋆ℓ .

Our analysis in Theorem 1 also reveals the important

property of the optimal beam allocation, which is described

in the following corollary:

Corollary 1: If ĝℓ,1 > ĝℓ,2, the solution (r⋆ℓ,1, r
⋆
ℓ,2) of (25)

satisfies r⋆ℓ,1 ≤ r⋆ℓ,2.

Proof: The optimal ratio satisfies x⋆ℓ > 1 from Theorem 1.

Consequently, the optimal allocation (r⋆ℓ,1, r
⋆
ℓ,2) in (29) satisfy

r⋆ℓ,1 ≤ r⋆ℓ,2.

Corollary 1 implies that when beam candidates have dif-

ferent beam-prior probabilities, non-uniform beam allocation

across the candidates is necessary to minimize the beam mis-

alignment probability. It is noteworthy that the directionality

of a mmWave channel typically results in varying beam-

prior probabilities at different locations. Therefore, our analysis

justifies the need for optimizing beam allocation among the

candidates when employing the beam repetition strategy.

F. Efficient Algorithm for Optimal Beam Allocation with S > 2

In this subsection, we put forth a computationally-efficient

algorithm to determine the near-optimal beam allocation for the

general case with multiple beam candidates (i.e., S > 2). For

the purpose of analytical tractability, we start by introducing

an approximate upper bound for p̂miss−det,ℓ as follows:

p̂miss−det,ℓ

=
∑

c∈S

ĝℓ,c
∑

j 6=c,j∈S

κℓ,c,jexp
(
− κℓ,c,jrℓ,jρℓ

)

(a)

.
∑

c∈S

ĝℓ,c
∑

j 6=c,j∈S

exp
(
− rℓ,jρℓ

)

=
∑

j∈Sℓ

exp (−rℓ,jρℓ)
∑

c 6=j,c∈Sℓ

ĝℓ,c, (30)

where the approximate upper bound (a) becomes exact in a

low-SNR regime with limited beam training overhead, specif-

ically when the condition rℓ,jρℓ ≤ 1 holds. This is because a

function xe−kx is monotonically increasing over the interval

[0, 1/k] for k > 0, while κℓ,c,j lies within this interval when

rℓ,jρℓ ≤ 1. Under the above bound, for a given set size S,

the optimal allocation for the beam repetitions is obtained by

solving the following problem:

argmin
rℓ(S)

∑

c∈S⋆
ℓ
(S)

ωℓ,c exp (−rℓ,cρℓ) ,

s.t. 1Trℓ(S) ≤ Rsum, (31)

where ωℓ,c =
∑

j∈S⋆
ℓ
(S) ĝℓ,j− ĝℓ,c ∈ [0, 1]. The above problem

is still an NP-hard problem as it remains non-convex with

integer variables. To circumvent this challenge, we consider a

further upper bound of the objective function in (31) as follows:
∑

c∈S⋆
ℓ
(S)

ωℓ,c exp (−rℓ,cρℓ) =
∑

c∈S⋆
ℓ
(S)

ψ
Nℓ,c+rℓ,c
ℓ

≤ Sψ
minc∈S⋆

ℓ
(S){Nℓ,c+rℓ,c}

ℓ , (32)

where ψℓ = exp(−ρℓ) and Nℓ,c =
logwℓ,c

logψℓ
. Then, instead of

solving (31), we minimize the upper bound of the objective

function in (31) by solving the following problem:

(P) argmax
rℓ(S)

min
c∈S⋆

ℓ
(S)

{Nℓ,c + rℓ,c},

s.t. 1Trℓ(S) ≤ Rsum. (33)

Since the problem (P) is the water-filling problem [30], [31],

where the value of rℓ,c is restricted to an integer value, we

can readily solve this problem by leveraging the Lagrangian

method. Then, the optimal number of the beam repetitions for

the candidate c ∈ S⋆ℓ (S) is obtained as

rℓ,c = ⌊ν⋆ −Nℓ,c⌋+ 1, (34)

where ν⋆ is the optimal Lagrange multiplier satisfying
∑

c∈S⋆
ℓ
(S)

ν⋆ −Nℓ,c = Rsum − S. (35)

Various water-filling algorithms, such as the fast water-filling

algorithm [30] and the bisection search algorithm [31], can

be used to obtain the optimal Lagrange multiplier ν⋆. It is

worth noting that the floor function used in (34) may result

in remainders of the training overhead, i.e., Rsum − 1Trℓ(S).
A simple solution to compensate for this is to distribute the

remainder with each rℓ,c based on the difference dℓ,c =
rℓ,c − (ν⋆ −Nℓ,c) [32]. Then the overhead constraints can be
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Algorithm 1 Optimal Selection of Beam Candidate Set and

Beam Allocation Vector
Input: Beam probability ĝℓ, total overhead Rsum

Output: Beam candidate set S⋆
ℓ , beam allocation vector r⋆ℓ

1: k1 = argmaxj∈C ĝℓ,j

2: S⋆
ℓ (1) = {k1}; rℓ,k1 = Rsum

3: p̂miss,ℓ(1) = 1− ĝℓ,k1

4: for S = 2 to N do

5: kS = argmaxj∈C\S⋆
ℓ
(S−1) ĝℓ,j

6: S⋆
ℓ (S) = S⋆

ℓ (S − 1) ∪ {kS}

7: Determine rℓ(S) by solving the problem (P)

8: Compute p̂miss,ℓ(S) from (22)

9: if p̂miss,ℓ(S − 1) < p̂miss,ℓ(S) then

10: S⋆
ℓ = S⋆

ℓ (S − 1); r⋆ℓ = rℓ(S − 1)

11: Break the loop

12: else

13: S⋆
ℓ = S⋆

ℓ (S); r
⋆
ℓ = rℓ(S)

14: end

15: end

met while maximizing minc∈S⋆
ℓ
(S) {Nℓ,c + rℓ,c}.

The general solution exhibits a similar trend to the analysis

for the case with S = 2 presented in Appendix B. Specifically,

in the scenario where the SNR and beam training overhead are

high, the values {Nℓ,c} become moderate, and resources tend

to be more evenly distributed across the candidates, causing

rℓ,c ≈ rℓ,j , ∀c 6= j. In contrast, when the difference in prior

probabilities becomes more pronounced, the differences among

the values {Nℓ,c} become large, and the water-filling solution

allocates more resources to the beam candidate with a lower

prior probability, leading to rℓ,c ≫ rℓ,j with gℓ,c ≪ gℓ,j , ∀c 6=
j.

The objective function p̂miss,ℓ in (22) can be evaluated by

utilizing the optimal beam allocation rℓ(S) for a fixed set

size S. Then, we choose the best candidate set S⋆ℓ and the

corresponding beam allocation r⋆ℓ by repeating this procedure

for increasing set sizes and selecting the set that yields the

smallest value of p̂miss,ℓ. The overall optimization algorithm is

summarized in Algorithm 1.

G. Summary

This subsection describes the overall process of the proposed

beam alignment technique which consists of the following four

steps. Firstly, the UE sends its location information to the BS.

Secondly, the BS utilizes the trained DNN model to obtain the

beam prior probability vector ĝℓ by inputting (x̃ℓ, ỹℓ). Thirdly,

using Algorithm 1, the BS solves an optimization problem to

determine the set of beam candidates and the beam allocation

vector. It then transmits the corresponding codewords with

repetition. Finally, the UE determines the optimal beam index

from (8) and sends the selected optimal index to the BS, thereby

Fig. 1. An illustration of the overall process of the proposed beam alignment
technique.

completing the beam alignment process. The overall process is

illustrated in Fig. 1.

IV. PRACTICAL CONSIDERATIONS

In this section, we discuss some practical considerations for

the proposed beam alignment technique. These considerations

include approaches to overcome challenges that may arise in

practical scenarios, as well as explore the various possibilities

for extending the proposed technique.

A. Feedback Strategy for Beam Repetition Information

For the proposed technique to be applied in practical scenar-

ios, the BS needs to convey the information about the optimal

set size S and the optimized beam allocation vector r⋆ℓ to the

UE. Assume that the optimal set size is determined as S. Then

the information to be conveyed is represented as

r⋆ℓ = {r⋆c⋆
ℓ,1
, r⋆c⋆

ℓ,2
, . . . , r⋆c⋆

ℓ,S
}, (36)

where c⋆ℓ,i is the index of the beam codeword with the i-
th largest ĝℓ,i. However, transmitting repetition numbers for

every beam candidate also imposes additional communication

overhead. To mitigate this overhead, we suggest to compress

the information of the beam allocation vector using a linear

regression method. As mentioned in Sec. III-F, since the water-

filling solution allocates more repetitions to beams with lower

prior probabilities, the entries of the beam allocation vector

in (36) follow in ascending order. Utilizing this fact, one

cane adopt a linear regression technique to compress the beam

allocation vector. The associated linear regression parameters

can be obtained by solving the following problem:

argmin
β̂0,β̂1

∑

j∈{1,...,S}

(r⋆c⋆
ℓ,j

− β̂0 − β̂1j)
2. (37)

To obtain these parameters, the least squares method can be

employed. Then, the approximate repetition number for each

beam is given by

r̂⋆c⋆
ℓ,j

= ⌊β̂0 + β̂1j⌋, ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , S}. (38)

Instead of sending the information for the entire beam repetition

numbers, transmitting only the curve-fitting parameters β̂0, β̂1,

and the optimal set size S allows the UE to estimate the
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repetition number for each beam. For consistency, the BS also

needs to carry out the beam alignment process according to the

approximate repetition number.

B. Uniform Planar Array Configurations

While we have focused on the ULA configuration, it is

worth noting that the proposed beam alignment technique can

also be applied to a uniform planar array (UPA) configuration

[7]. Such configuration facilitates beamforming capabilities in

both the horizontal (azimuth) and vertical (elevation) planes,

further enhancing system performance. For a UPA setup with

dimensions N = Nx×Ny, the Saleh-Valenzuela channel model

can be expressed as follows:

hℓ =

Lℓ∑

i=1

αℓ,ia(θℓ,i, φℓ,i), (39)

where θℓ,i and φℓ,i are the elevation and azimuth angles of

departure for the i-th path, and the array response vector

a(θℓ,i, φℓ,i) is given by

a(θℓ,i, φℓ,i) =
1

√
NxNy








1
ejΩy

...

ej(Ny−1)Ωy







⊗








1
ejΩx

...

ej(Nx−1)Ωx







,

(40)

where ⊗ represents the Kronecker product and the orientation

parameters for the horizontal (azimuth) and vertical (elevation)

planes are given by

Ωy =
2πd sin(θℓ,i) sin(φℓ,i)

λ
, Ωx =

2πd sin(θℓ,i) cos(φℓ,i)

λ
,

(41)

respectively. For the UPA setup, we can adopt the two-

dimensional (2D) DFT codebook F = [f1, f2, · · · , fN ] where

the c-th codeword is given by fc = [Fx ⊗ Fy]:,c, where Fx

and Fy are the Nx ×Nx DFT and Ny ×Ny DFT codebooks,

respectively. For the UPA setup, the proposed technique in

Sec. III can be applied in the same manner as in the case of

the ULA setup.

C. Extension to Wideband Scenarios

MmWave communication systems often employ large signal

bandwidths, resulting in wideband (i.e., frequency-selective)

channels. By adopting an orthogonal frequency division mul-

tiplexing (OFDM) waveform, these wideband channels can be

divided into K parallel narrowband subchannels, where K is

the number of OFDM subcarriers. Since analog beamforming is

implemented in the analog RF domain, the same beamforming

is applied across all subchannels. Therefore, for mmWave

OFDM systems, the optimal beam index can be determined by

comparing the average power of the received signals measured

across all subchannels [33], i.e.,

ĉ⋆ℓ = argmax
c∈C

1

K

K∑

k=1

|ȳℓ,c[k]|2, (42)

where ȳℓ,c[k] represents an average received signal for the c-th
beam codeword at the k-th subchannel, given by

ȳℓ,c[k] = hH

ℓ [k]fc + z̄ℓ,c, (43)

and hH

ℓ [k] represents the k-th subchannel. This extension allows

our technique to be applicable to wideband scenarios without

significant changes.

D. Non-Stationary Channels

In the proposed beam alignment technique, we have assumed

a stationary channel model along with the availability of suf-

ficient beam training history for DNN training. This approach

is effective for capturing all channel behaviors in stationary

channels over time. However, we recognize that real-world

scenarios often involve non-stationary channels, where channel

conditions can change rapidly. In such cases, the DNN needs

to adapt to the latest channel dynamics to maintain optimal

performance. A practical approach is to implement online fine-

tuning of the neural network using the most up-to-date results,

ensuring that it continuously adjusts to the current channel

conditions. Additionally, there are other options, such as re-

inforcement learning techniques like the multi-armed bandit

(MAB) approach [34], [35], to further enhance the DNN’s

output in dynamic channel environments. These online learning

techniques can be integrated with the proposed technique to

enhance its applicability in non-stationary channels and to

improve its robustness and adaptability.

E. Other Sources of the Side Information

In the proposed beam alignment technique, we have consid-

ered only location information as side information when train-

ing the DNN to learn the beam prior probabilities. However,

the applicability of the proposed technique is not limited to the

availability of location information. Instead, it can be applied

with a diverse range of side-information sources, including

sub-6 GHz channel data [10], [11], other relevant contextual

information [12], [13], and the incorporation of multi-modal

data [14], [15]. Even for these sources, the DNN can be effec-

tively trained to establish a proper relationship between side-

information and channel characteristics, enabling the proposed

technique to be applied to various scenarios by utilizing relevant

side-information effectively.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the superiority of the proposed

beam alignment technique over the existing techniques. In what

follows, we first evaluate the performance under the assumption

of perfect beam prior probability using a simplified channel

model. We then conduct a performance evaluation using the

realistic DeepMIMO channel dataset.

A. Evaluation with Perfect Beam Prior Probability

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the

proposed technique under the assumption of perfect beam
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TABLE I
THE BEAM PRIOR PROBABILITIES ASSOCIATED WITH EACH LOCATION FOR

SIMULATIONS IN SEC. V-A.

UE location ℓ 1 2 3 4

P(hℓ = αℓf1) 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4

P(hℓ = αℓf2) 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3

P(hℓ = αℓf3) 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2

P(hℓ = αℓf4) 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

TABLE II
THE BEAM MISALIGNMENT PROBABILITY FOR VARIOUS BEAM CANDIDATE

SIZES AND SNR VALUES AT ℓ = 1.

S -18 dB -16 dB -14 dB -12 dB -10 dB -8 dB

Estimated

1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3

2 0.317 0.272 0.229 0.207 0.201 0.200

3 0.444 0.381 0.263 0.163 0.113 0.101

4 0.608 0.593 0.410 0.204 0.064 0.010

Simulated

1 0.300 0.300 0.300 0.300 0.300 0.300

2 0.317 0.272 0.229 0.205 0.199 0.198

3 0.364 0.317 0.230 0.153 0.112 0.101

4 0.370 0.360 0.261 0.145 0.051 0.008

prior probability. We simulate a dynamic channel environment

where the BS, equipped with a 256-element ULA at half-

wavelength spacing, conducts beam alignment. The scenario

involves the BS located at the center of a cell, where the cell

is divided into four distinct locations. Each location exhibits

different beam prior probabilities influenced by obstructions

and dynamic channel environments. As discussed in Sec. III-C,

we consider perfect beam prior probabilities such that

P(hℓ = αℓfc) = ĝℓ,c, ∀c ∈ {1, . . . , 256}. (44)

Specifically, we assume that the dynamic channels at each

location are generated from four possible angles with the beam

prior probabilities characterized in Table I.

We evaluate the beam misalignment probability with a fixed

overhead of 256 in each SNR range, where the SNR is

denoted by hH
ℓ hℓ/σ

2. Our performance evaluation uses the

Monte Carlo method, and each location is realized with equal

probability by repeating the simulation 100, 000 times. For

performance comparisons, we evaluate the following beam

alignment techniques: (i) the exhaustive search, which searches

over all the beam codewords with equal beam repetition as

rℓ,c = ⌊Rsum/N⌋, ∀ℓ, c, and (ii) the top-k search, in which

the beam candidate set is fixed as S⋆ℓ (k), while the number of

beam repetitions is fixed as rℓ,c = ⌊Rsum/k⌋, ∀ℓ, c.
In Table II, we compare the estimated beam misalignment

probabilities in (22) with the simulated beam misalignment

probabilities for various beam candidate sizes and SNR values

at ℓ = 1. In Table II, the minimum beam misalignment

probability for each SNR is highlighted in bold. Despite some

inherent error associated with the union bound, the results in

Fig. 2. Comparison of the beam misalignment probabilities of different beam
alignment techniques for various SNR levels assuming perfect beam prior
probability.

Table II demonstrate that the estimated beam misalignment

probabilities effectively guide the selection of an appropriate

beam candidate set size. It is also shown that the estimated

probability for a fixed SNR value has a single minimum point

related to the beam candidate set size S. This observation

justifies the stopping condition suggested in Algorithm 1.

In Fig. 2, we compare the beam misalignment probabilities

of different beam alignment techniques for various SNR levels.

Fig. 2 shows that the proposed technique outperforms all

existing techniques by adaptively optimizing both the beam

candidate set Sℓ and the beam allocation vector rℓ based on

the SNR level. In contrast, the top-k search with a fixed value

of k performs well only in specific SNR regimes. For instance,

the top-4 search is inferior to the top-2 search in the low-

SNR regime. This is because, in this regime, reducing beam

determination errors becomes more crucial than increasing the

likelihood of including the optimal beam in the candidate set.

Conversely, the performance of the top-2 search is inferior to

that of the top-4 search in the high-SNR regime and saturates

to a non-zero value as the SNR increases. This is because, for

k = 2, the beam selection error remains constant, even though

the beam determination error converges to zero as the SNR

increases.

B. Evaluation with Realistic Channel Dataset

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the

proposed technique using the DeepMIMO dataset generated by

a realistic 3-D ray-tracing simulator [21]. We specifically select

the O2 dynamic (outdoor 2) scenario at the 3.5 GHz frequency

band1. This scenario considers a road with four car lanes (two in

each direction) between the BS and UE, where the positions of

the 50 vehicles on the road change for each scene. This causes

1Due to the lack of sufficiently dynamic and appropriate mmWave datasets,
we adopted a dataset that operates at a carrier frequency of 3.5 GHz for our
experiments. However, considering that the channel’s directionality is more
dominant in mmWave environments, it is expected that the proposed technique
will perform better in such scenarios.
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TABLE III
KEY PARAMETERS AND THEIR VALUES FOR THE DEEPMIMO DATASET.

Parameter Value

Active BS 1

BS antenna 64× 1 ULA

UE antenna Single

Antenna spacing 0.5

Bandwidth 500 MHz

The number of OFDM subcarriers 512

OFDM sampling factor 1

OFDM limit 1

The number of channel paths 25

the wireless channel between the BS and UE to vary due to

moving obstructions. The O2 dynamic scenario includes a total

of 1, 000 dynamic scenes with 116, 303 users distributed across

the grid. For simulation, we uniformly sample 100 scenes of

961 users from the first user grid (UG1) of this scenario. Out

of these 100 scenes, we use the initial 80 scenes for training

the DNN and the remaining 20 scenes for evaluation. In our

data generation setup, we consider BS with ULA configuration

and an antenna spacing is set to half the wavelength. During

our simulation, all the location vectors are normalized and any

nonzero channel vectors are removed. The specific parameters

for data generation are described in Table III.

To design the DNN for learning the beam prior probability

vector, we adopt a fully-connected neural network that consists

of 2 input nodes, three hidden layers with 256 nodes for each

hidden layer, and an output layer with the same size as the

number of antennas. The activation functions for the hidden

layer and output layer are chosen as the ReLU and the softmax

function, respectively. We train the model using the ADAM

optimizer with an initial learning rate of 0.01 and set the

number of epochs to 100. Furthermore, because the output of

the DNN is used to be probabilities, we apply a rough threshold

of 1 divided by the number of training scenes and set any

output value lower than the threshold to 0 during the operation

process. Considering feedback issues in the proposed technique,

we assume that the optimal beam repetition vector obtained

from Algorithm 1 is compressed using linear regression as

described in Sec. IV-A. As a performance metric, we consider

the normalized beamforming gain defined as

G =
|hH
ℓ fĉ⋆ℓ |2

|hH
ℓ fc⋆ℓ |2

. (45)

In Fig. 3, we compare the normalized beamforming gains of

different beam alignment techniques for various SNR levels and

antenna array sizes when Rsum = 256. Fig. 3 shows that the

beamforming gains of all techniques decrease as the number

of antennas grows and the SNR decreases. Specifically, the

exhaustive search experiences a significant performance drop,

making it impractical for use in a large antenna array or in the

low-SNR regime. Compared to the exhaustive search, both the

proposed technique and the top-k search show a performance

gain by considering only the beam candidates with high beam

prior probabilities based on the DNN. These results validate

the efficacy of the beam prior information captured from the

beam training history using the DNN. Although both the

proposed technique and the top-k search utilize the same beam

prior information, the proposed technique exhibits consistently

superior performance over the top-k search regardless of the

antenna array size and the SNR level. This implies that our

optimization framework for the beam candidate set Sℓ and the

beam allocation vector rℓ is not only valid, but also crucial for

maximizing the beamforming gain in a realistic scenario.

In Fig. 4, we compare the normalized beamforming gains

of different beam alignment techniques under different beam

training overhead conditions at SNR of −8 dB. Fig. 4 shows

that the proposed technique exhibits robust performance even

under conditions with a very limited number of beam training

overheads. The observed trends under varying beam overheads

are consistent with those across different antenna array sizes. In

contrast, the top-4 search only performs well when sufficient

overhead is provided, showing vulnerability under conditions

with fewer beam training overheads. This is because the

proposed technique adaptively decreases the beam candidate

set size S as the available beam training overhead decreases,

indicating that our optimization framework successfully takes

into account the effects of both SNR and the given beam

training overhead. Furthermore, it is evident that performance

compensation for low SNR is effectively attainable through

beam training overhead, highlighting the adaptability and ef-

ficiency of the proposed technique in managing the trade-offs

between SNR levels and beam training overhead.

In Fig. 5, we investigate the effect of the training dataset

size on the normalized beamforming gain of the proposed

beam alignment technique, specifically for configurations with

N = 64 and Rsum = 256. Fig. 5 shows that the performance

of the proposed technique degrades as the size of the training

dataset decreases, but the decrement is marginal. For instance,

even with a 70% reduction in the training dataset size, the

performance degradation is approximately 1% in terms of the

normalized beamforming gain. This result demonstrates that the

DNN adopted in the proposed technique can efficiently learn

the relationship between location and optimal beam index, even

with a relatively small training dataset obtained from beam

training history. Although the overall performance degradation

is marginal, a 10-times reduction in the training dataset size

results in a relatively large degradation. This trend is likely

due to the challenges faced by the DNN when trained with

limited data, particularly in comprehensively learning diverse

beam histories for each location. In such cases, the use of rein-

forcement learning or online fine-tuning of the DNN would be

crucial to improve the performance of the proposed technique,

as discussed in Sec. IV-D.

In Fig. 6, we investigate the effect of GPS error on the

normalized beamforming gain of the proposed beam alignment

technique for configurations with N = 64 and Rsum = 256.

Since the proposed technique leverages the location information
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(a) N = 16 (b) N = 64 (c) N = 256

Fig. 3. Comparison of the normalized beamforming gains of different beam alignment techniques for various SNR levels and antenna array sizes when
Rsum = 256.

Fig. 4. Comparison of the normalized beamforming gains of different beam
alignment techniques under different beam training overhead conditions at SNR
of −8 dB.

of the UE, inaccuracies in the location coordinates, caused by

outdated information from feedback delays and user mobility,

might compromise the accuracy of the DNN output. To account

for these inaccuracies, we follow the approach outlined in [8]

using additive Gaussian noise with zero mean and a standard

deviation of 2.04 meters, which distorts the UE’s Cartesian

coordinates as (x̂ℓ, ŷℓ) = (x̃ℓ + nx, ỹℓ + ny), where the noise

components nx and ny follow N (0, 2.042). Fig. 6 shows a

general decline in performance for all the techniques that

rely on beam prior probability, including the top-k search and

the proposed technique. Although the exhaustive search does

not suffer from the performance degradation due to the GPS

error, it still shows the lowest beamforming gain compared to

other techniques. The proposed technique not only consistently

outperforms all other techniques, but also shows a larger perfor-

mance gap with the top-k search compared to scenarios without

GPS errors in Fig. 3. It is also noticeable that the performance

gap between the proposed technique with and without GPS

errors decreases as the SNR increases. These results indicate

that our optimization framework remains effective, even in the

Fig. 5. The effect of the training dataset size on the normalized beamforming
gain of the proposed beam alignment technique when N = 64 and Rsum =

256.

presence of GPS inaccuracies.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a novel beam alignment tech-

nique for low-SNR mmWave communications, which reduces

the beam misalignment probability based on a beam repetition

strategy. In particular, we have utilized the DNN to provide the

information of beam prior probability at each location based on

beam training history. Then, we have exploited the beam prior

probability as channel priors to optimize both the selection of

the beam candidates and the number of beam repetitions. We

have demonstrated numerically that the proposed technique is

an effective solution for enabling accurate beam alignment in

dynamic low-SNR communication environments.

An important direction for future research is to extend

the proposed technique by utilizing various side-information

sources along with a multi-modal approach. Another promising

direction would involve applying online learning techniques,

such as online fine-tuning or reinforcement learning.
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Fig. 6. The effect of the GPS error on the normalized beamforming gain of
the proposed beam alignment technique when N = 64 and Rsum = 256.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Given that z̄ℓ,c ∼ CN (0, σ2/rℓ,c), the pair-wise miss-

determination probability P
(
|z̄ℓ,j |2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)
satisfies

P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)
= P

( 1

rℓ,j
χ2
2(0) >

1

rℓ,c
χ2
2(λℓ,c)

)

,

where χ2
2(λℓ,c) represents a noncentral chi-squared random

variable with 2 degrees of freedom and a noncentrality param-

eter λℓ,c = 2rℓ,c|αℓ|2/σ2. Recall that the probability density

function of χ2
2(λℓ,c) is given by

f(x;λℓ,c) =
1

2
e−

1
2 (x+λℓ,c)

∞∑

n=0

λnℓ,cx
n

4n(n!)2
, x ≥ 0, (46)

and χ2
2(0) follows an exponential distribution whose probability

density function is given by

g(y) =
1

2
e−

1
2y, y ≥ 0. (47)

Since χ2
2(λℓ,c) and χ2

2(0) are independent, the pair-wise miss-

determination probability is rewritten as

P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)

=

∫∫

x≥0,y≥0,
rℓ,j
rℓ,c

x<y

f(x;λℓ,c)g(y)dxdy

=

∫ ∞

0

f(x;λℓ,c)

∫ ∞

rℓ,j
rℓ,c

x

g(y)dydx. (48)

Similar to the derivation in [35], applying (46) and (47) into

(48) yields

P
(
|z̄ℓ,j|2 > |αℓ + z̄ℓ,c|2

)

=

∫ ∞

0

f(x;λℓ,c)

∫ ∞

rℓ,j
rℓ,c

x

1

2
e−

1
2ydydx

=

∫ ∞

0

f(x;λℓ,c)e
−

rℓ,j
2rℓ,c

x
dx

=
1

2
e−

1
2λℓ,c

∫ ∞

0

e
− 1

2 (1+
rℓ,j
rℓ,c

)x
∞∑

n=0

λnℓ,cx
n

4n(n!)2
dx

=
1

2
e−

1
2λℓ,c

∞∑

n=0

λnℓ,c
4n(n!)2

∫ ∞

0

e
− 1

2 (1+
rℓ,j
rℓ,c

)x
xndx

=
1

2
e−

1
2λℓ,c

∞∑

n=0

λnℓ,c(
2rℓ,c

rℓ,c+rℓ,j
)n+1

4n(n!)

=
rℓ,c

rℓ,c + rℓ,j
e−

1
2λℓ,ce

rℓ,c
2rℓ,c+2rℓ,j

λℓ,c

=
rℓ,c

rℓ,c + rℓ,j
exp

(

− rℓ,crℓ,j
rℓ,c + rℓ,j

ρℓ

)

,

where ρℓ = |αℓ|2/σ2 is the received SNR at location ℓ. This

completes the proof.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The derivative of the beam miss-determination probability

p̂miss−det,ℓ(x) with respect to x is computed as

dp̂miss−det,ℓ(x)

dx
=

{
(βℓ − kℓ + 1)x2 + (βℓ − 2)(kℓ − 1)x− (βℓ + 1)kℓ + 1

}

× ĝℓ,2
(x + 1)4

exp

(

− βℓx

(x+ 1)2

)

=
{
βℓ(x+ kℓ)(x− 1)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

,f(x)

− (kℓ − 1)(x+ 1)2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

,g(x)

}

× ĝℓ,2
(x + 1)4

exp

(

− βℓx

(x+ 1)2

)

= h(x)
ĝℓ,2

(x+ 1)4
exp

(

− βℓx

(x+ 1)2

)

, (49)

where h(x) , f(x)− g(x). Since all the terms in (49), except

for h(x), is positive for all x, we focus only on finding the point

x⋆ > 0 such that h(x⋆) = f(x⋆)− g(x⋆) = 0. One can easily

see that f(−kℓ) = f(1) = 0 and g(−1) = 0, while kℓ > 1
because ĝℓ,1 > ĝℓ,2. Consequently, over the interval [−kℓ, 1],
g(x) consistently exceeds f(x), resulting in h(x) taking on

negative values. In other words, p̂miss−det,ℓ(x) decreases over

the interval (0, 1). Further, for x > 1, we have the following

two cases:

(i) Case 1: If an intersection point exists between f(x) and

g(x), and if f(x) surpasses g(x) from that point onwards,

then the optimal minimum point x⋆ℓ of p̂miss−det,ℓ(x)
exists.

(ii) Case 2: If no such intersection point exists, then f(x)
is consistently less than or equal to g(x), making

p̂miss−det,ℓ(x) a decreasing function for x > 0, and the

optimal x⋆ℓ diverges to ∞.

It is worth noting that for βℓ ≫ kℓ − 1, the shape of f(x)
becomes sharper compared to g(x), and the intersection point

approaches 1. This implies that as the SNR and beam training

overhead increase, the solution converges towards rℓ,1 ≈ rℓ,2.

It is also noticeable that as kℓ increases, the intersection point
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moves away from 1 or ceases to exist. This implies that as the

difference between the prior probabilities becomes larger, the

optimal allocation tends to be rℓ,1 ≪ rℓ,2.

In Case 1, we have the following three scenarios:

(i) If βℓ > kℓ − 1, then h(x) forms a positive quadratic

function with two distinct roots at x > 1. The optimal

minimum point can be calculated using the root-finding

formula for h(x):

x⋆ℓ =
−aℓ,1 +

√

a2ℓ,1 − 4aℓ,2aℓ,0

2aℓ,2
,

where aℓ,2 = βℓ − kℓ + 1, aℓ,1 = (βℓ − 2)(kℓ − 1), and

aℓ,0 = −(βℓ + 1)kℓ + 1.

(ii) If βℓ = kℓ − 1 and βℓ > 2, then h(x) forms a linear

function with a positive slope, and the local minimum

point can be calculated as x⋆ℓ = −aℓ,0/aℓ,1.

(iii) If 2 < βℓ < kℓ − 1, and D = a2ℓ,1 − 4aℓ,2aℓ,0 > 0,

then h(x) forms a negative quadratic function with two

distinct roots at x > 1. The optimal minimum point can

be calculated using the root-finding formula for h(x):

x⋆ℓ =
−aℓ,1 −

√

a2ℓ,1 − 4aℓ,2aℓ,0

2aℓ,2
.

In all other scenarios, which belong to Case 2, the optimal x⋆ℓ
diverges to ∞. This completes the proof.
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