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Abstract—In the literature, machine learning (ML) has been
implemented at the base station (BS) and user equipment (UE)
to improve the precision of downlink channel state information
(CSI). However, ML implementation at the UE can be infeasible
for various reasons, such as UE power consumption. Motivated
by this issue, we propose a CSI learning mechanism at BS, called
CSILaBS, to avoid ML at UE. To this end, by exploiting channel
predictor (CP) at BS, a light-weight predictor function (PF) is
considered for feedback evaluation at the UE. CSILaBS reduces
over-the-air feedback overhead, improves CSI quality, and lowers
the computation cost of UE. Besides, in a multiuser environment,
we propose various mechanisms to select the feedback by
exploiting PF while aiming to improve CSI accuracy. We also
address various ML-based CPs, such as NeuralProphet (NP), an
ML-inspired statistical algorithm. Furthermore, inspired to use
a statistical model and ML together, we propose a novel hybrid
framework composed of a recurrent neural network and NP,
which yields better prediction accuracy than individual models.
The performance of CSILaBS is evaluated through an empirical
dataset recorded at Nokia Bell-Labs. The outcomes show that
ML elimination at UE can retain performance gains, for example,
precoding quality.

Index Terms—Artificial intelligence, Codebook, CSI compres-
sion, CSI feedback, channel prediction, machine learning, mas-
sive MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

ARTIFICIAL Intelligence (AI) and Machine Learning
(ML) have emerged as a paradigm shift for 5G-advanced

(5G+) and 6G cellular networks [2]. AI and ML are promising
techniques to solve non-convex optimization problems; hence,
they can bring benefits to algorithm-deficit and model-deficit
problems. For example, the amalgamate of ML and massive
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology can en-
hance precoding gain [3]. In the literature, promising benefits
of ML in a realistic environment have been observed, which
show that it can pave the way for introducing intelligence in
6G networks [4], [5]. However, in many instances, to attain
the benefits of ML and massive MIMO, user equipment (UE)
is required to run ML algorithm(s) [2], [3], [6]–[9]. Broadly,
this paper proposes an alternative scheme for massive MIMO
channel state information (CSI) feedback that circumvents the
need for power-hungry ML implementation at the UE while
maintaining the overall ML gains.
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A. CSI Feedback: Motivation and State-of-the-Art

Massive MIMO is one of the promising technologies which
can enhance the performance of 6G cellular networks [10]. The
available research body on massive MIMO reveals the impor-
tance of such technology and its dependence on accurate and
timely CSI acquisition [11]–[13]. Specifically, CSI feedback
overhead in a massive MIMO system is one of the fundamental
issues yet to be addressed. ML-assisted CSI feedback can be a
promising direction to reduce overhead. It is also proposed as
one of the use cases in the 3rd Generation Partnership Project
(3GPP) Release-18 physical layer – AI/ML for New Radio
Air Interface [2].

The concept of reporting estimated CSI from UE to BS
is termed as CSI feedback [14]. It is composed of three
parts: Precoding Matrix Indicator (PMI), Channel Quality
Indicator (CQI), and Rank Indicator (RI). PMI is the most
important one, as it helps the BS to select an appropriate
beam. Briefly, the transmitted CSI reference symbol (CSI-
RS) that gives the best signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) is selected, then the corresponding PMI from codebook
1 (a set of precoding matrices) is reported to the BS along
with CQI 2 and RI3. With the goal of reducing over-the-air
(OTA) overhead, estimated CSI is compressed, i.e., reporting
PMI; thereby, acquired CSI at BS is prone to compression
errors. Such compression can deteriorate the performance of
a massive MIMO precoder. In this article, we will learn how
implementing ML at BS can help reduce compression errors,
OTA overhead, and the computation cost of UE.

CSI feedback overhead increases with the number of anten-
nas. Compression is one of the solutions used in the standards,
but it degrades the performance of the estimated channel. In
the literature, ML and deep learning (DL) have been applied
to improve the precision of acquired CSI at BS. The authors
of [8], [16]–[34] exploit autoencoder for CSI feedback. Par-
ticularly, inherent features of autoencoder, i.e., encoder and
decoder, are used to compress and recover CSI, respectively.
The former, implemented at UE, encodes the estimated CSI
into codewords and the latter for reverse-engineering, i.e., re-

1It is a complex-valued matrix that transforms the data bit into another
dataset, mapping to each antenna port. In 5G, two types of codebook are
defined: type-I and type-II [15]. Type-I reports only the phase of the selected
beam, whereas type-II reports subband and wideband amplitude information.
In comparison, type-II is more detailed CSI reporting and is mainly designed
for multiuser MIMO. It linearly combines a group of beams within a group,
while type-I selects one beam from a group of beams.

2Used for the indication of channel quality to BS. It has a value between
0 to 15, indicating the modulation and coding level that UE can operate.

3It is used to report the number of independent communication channels,
which can help to understand how well multiple antennas work, i.e., is the
signal transmitted by different antennas correlated or not?
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trieving the estimated CSI at BS from transmitted codewords.
Nevertheless, the major disadvantages of autoencoder are high
training cost (e.g., huge dataset is required, massive number of
parameter tuning, and model validation), imperfect decoding,
misunderstanding of influencing variables, and preservation
of irrelevant information [35]. Lastly, collaboration between
the BS and a UE is indispensable, posing new challenges for
the standardization bodies [12]. A different approach has been
proposed in [3], [7], [36], where the CSI prediction technique
has been exploited to enhance CSI quality. In a nutshell,
twin channel predictors (CPs) are used at the BS and UE
to enhance precoding gain and reduce OTA overhead. One
of the limitations of the works proposed in [7] and [36] is
the synchronization of twin CPs. Besides, reporting massive
amounts of ML-based trained weights to the BS is another
crucial issue, which causes high OTA overhead [3]. A common
problem associated with state-of-the-art is the implementation
of ML/DL at the UE. Thus, storage and training of massive
neural network (NN) at a UE can be nearly infeasible.

B. Our Contributions

Motivated by the issues above, this paper considers a light-
weight predictor function (PF) to reduce CSI feedback over-
head and improve acquired CSI accuracy. More specifically,
assuming the limited power of a UE, we address the question:
How to remove ML from the UE while maintaining ML gains?
This question, to the best of our knowledge, has not been
addressed in the literature.

In light of the above question, we consider the implemen-
tation of CSI prediction at the BS for massive MIMO CSI
feedback, where a light-weight PF is computed by exploiting
predicted and reported CSI realizations. Later, PF, reported by
the BS, can be used at the UE for feedback evaluation. Hence,
training and storage of a fully functional NN can be eliminated
at the UE. PF reporting can help create a set of matrices, i.e.,
a codebook, which can have a standardization impact. Thus,
an index can be reported to avoid the transmission overhead of
PF. To this end, we also cover possible standardization points
of the proposed idea4, called CSI learning at BS (CSILaBS).

As CSI prediction is pivotal in CSILaBS, we also address
ML-based CPs. Specifically, we exploit time-series models of
DL, e.g., Bidirectional long short-term memory (BiLSTM). In
addition, we use NeuralProphet (NP), a recently introduced
time-series model composed of statistical components, e.g.,
AR, for CSI prediction. Furthermore, inspired by a statistical
model, we develop a novel hybrid framework comprising
a recurrent neural network (RNN), an ML algorithm, and
an NP to achieve better prediction accuracy. In addition to
this, we employ hyperparameter tuning for each of these
individual models to select only the best training parameters.
The performance of the proposed work is evaluated on a
real-world dataset recorded at the Nokia Bell-Labs campus
in Stuttgart, Germany.

4UE can also perform ML training for various reasons, e.g., BS does not
have a dataset for training ML algorithm(s). This approach is subject to UE
being capable of running ML [3]. Besides, CSILaBS can work without ML,
assuming that the channel is evolving using an autoregressive (AR) process.

By extending the work to multiuser, we address feedback
selection methodologies to acquire more accurate CSI at the
BS by exploiting PF at the UE. Particularly, we propose
different feedback selection methodologies while exploiting
Glauber dynamics. We see the problem of CSI feedback
selection as a random access scheme, but the goal of our
study is different, i.e., we do not transmit at a given rate
to improve throughput. We use random access schemes to
reduce compression errors and enhance CSI feedback quality
at the BS. Through simulations, we show that the proposed
methodologies can effectively improve CSI precision when
feedback is intelligently selected. We have learned from the
extensive simulations that the prediction error threshold is
an important feedback evaluation parameter in a multiuser
environment that can be carefully selected to improve CSI.

C. Paper Organization and Notations

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
system model is presented. The proposed massive MIMO CPs
are explained in Section III. CSI feedback scheme, CSILaBS,
is detailed in Section IV. The proposed feedback selection
methodologies are addressed in Section V. Section VI ad-
dresses the implantation aspects of CSILaBS. The description
of utilized dataset is given in Section VII. Results are analyzed
in Section VIII. Conclusion is made in Section IX.

Notations: Throughout this paper, matrices and vectors are
represented by boldface upper and lower-case, respectively.
Also, scalars are denoted by normal lower and upper-case. The
superscripts (·)†, (·)∗, and (·)‡ denote the transpose, conjugate
transpose, and pseudo-inverse of a matrix/vector, respectively.
E{·} denotes expectation operator, ∥·∥2FRO represents squared
Frobenius norm, and | · | shows absolute value. hk denotes
the true channel for kth UE, where k = {1, 2, · · · ,K}.
The acquired and predicted channel at the BS for kth UE
are represented by h̄BS

k and h̃BS
k , respectively. Similarly, the

predicted and estimated channel at a UE are denoted by h̃k

and ĥk, respectively. Furthermore, the notations R and C are
representing the real and complex numbers, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a massive MIMO cellular network, where a
BS is serving using M ≫ 1 transmit antennas to K single-
antenna UEs. Without loss of generality, the received signal,
per subcarrier and orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing
(OFDM) symbol, at the kth UE can be expressed as

rk(t) = hk(t)ν(t) +ϖ(t) , (1)

where t is the time-index, hk(t) ∈ CM×1 is the channel
vector for kth UE, νk(t) = [ν1(t), ν2(t) . . . , νM (t)]† is the
pilot vector, and ϖ(t) is the noise.

In the frequency-division-duplex system, h should be fed
back to the BS by a UE, requiring high OTA overhead.
However, h must be estimated at the UE before feedback
[37]. Channel estimation is beyond the scope of this study;
therefore, we assume perfect channel estimation and focus on
CSI feedback. In CSILaBS, we assume that a BS is equipped
with an ML-based CP. Thus, in the following section, we first
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explain the proposed channel prediction methodologies and
then address the proposed CSI feedback mechanism. Though
ML-based channel prediction has already been considered in
the literature, e.g., [5], [38] has many issues. We will address
those issues in the following section, and later in Section VIII,
we will show that the proposed channel prediction models
outperform conventional methods.

III. PROPOSED MASSIVE MIMO CHANNEL PREDICTORS

Strictly speaking, channel prediction is the process of pre-
dicting future channel realizations by exploiting past obser-
vations [39]–[44]. In the rest of this section, we highlight the
channel prediction models5 that we used in our study [1]. They
are divided into RNN, BiLSTM, and a hybrid model. In the
following, we explain these models.

A. Recurrent Neural Network
RNN has emerged as a promising technique for time-series

predictions [5]. Due to recurrent components, its prediction
capability surpasses feed-forward NNs. Focusing on wireless
communications, RNN has been utilized for channel prediction
in several recent works, e.g., [5], where the prediction capabil-
ity of RNN is verified using empirical data. In this study, we
use RNN to design a hybrid model. Given the vastity of the
available literature on RNN, [5], we do not detail its structure.
In summary, RNNs are fed with d-step delayed inputs and
corresponding labels to generate multi-step ahead predicted
CSI realizations. Later in Section III-C, we will utilize the
predicted channel vector of RNN to design the hybrid model.

B. Bidirectional Long Short-Term Memory
BiLSTM is composed of two independent long short-term

memory (LSTM) networks. In a BiLSTM model, information
is learned from both ends of the input data vector, which
results in better prediction performance than traditional uni-
directional LSTM. LSTM is an advanced version of RNN.
During model training, RNN suffers from vanishing and
exploding gradient problems in the backpropagation. To solve
this, an LSTM-based NN was developed. Schematic of an
LSTM is depicted in Fig. 1. The core idea of LSTM is the
introduction of a memory cell and multiplicative gates, which
regulate the flow of information. Briefly, forget gate decides
the amount of information to be stored in the cell by utilizing
the current input, xt, and the output of the previous LSMT
cell, denoted by st−1. Mathematically,

ft = σ(Wfxt +Vfst−1 + bf ) , (2)

where σ(x) = 1
1+e−x is the sigmoid activation function, W

and V are the weight matrices, b is the bias vector, subscript
f is associated with the forget gate. The input gate determines
the amount of information to be added into cell state ct−1 by
exploiting xt and st−1. Mathematically,

it = σ(Wixt +Vist−1 + bi) ,

gt = ξ(Wgxt +Vgst−1 + bg) ,
(3)

5The proposed models are used to predict the channel of single-UE, and
we leave extension to multiuser as future work.

where ξ(·) represents hyperbolic tangent activation function,
subscript i and g are associated with input gate. By utilizing
input and forget gates, LSTM can determine the amount of
information to be retained and removed. Finally, the output
gate calculates the output of the LSTM cell by using an
updated cell state, ct, and xt; the resultant output, given below,
is then passed to the next LSTM cell of the network:

ot = σ(Woxt +Vost−1 + bo) . (4)

As a result of the operations above, some information is
dropped, and a few are added; this updates the next long-term
state as follows:

ct = (ft ⊗ ct−1 + it ⊗ gt) , (5)

where ⊗ represents Hadamard product. Lastly, short-term
memory state, st, is calculated by passing long-term memory,
ct, through output gate as

st = ot ⊗ ξ(ct) . (6)

In BiLSTM architecture, as depicted in Fig. 1, input infor-
mation is learned in two directions, i.e., left-to-right (forward
layer) and right-to-left (backward layer). Importantly, notation
t + 1 in BiLSTM architecture is only used for illustration
purposes; such indexes are based on passed CSI observations.
The output information of each direction, denoted by s⃗ and
⃗s, respectively, is passed simultaneously to the output layer,

where predicted output is calculated as

ỹt = s⃗t ⊗ ⃗st . (7)

C. Hybrid Model

In the hybrid model, as shown in Fig. 2, we utilize an RNN-
based CP, summarized in Section III-A, and NP, explained
in the following subsection. In the beginning, the dataset is
cleaned, i.e., to check if there is corrupted/duplicate/missing
data in the dataset. Additionally, data splitting is performed,
in which the dataset is divided into three sets, i.e., train-
ing, validation, and testing. Further, the input sequences are
transformed into an acceptable format, which ML models can
process. The processed dataset is fed to the input of RNN
and NP. Then, we consider the predicted channel vector of
RNN6, fed to NP along with input feature vector. NP learns
to correct the predicted output with RNN’s prediction. Later
in Section VIII-A, we demonstrate that NP can predict output
more accurately when used with RNN and outperforms all
standalone models. In the following, we explain the working
functionality of NP.

NeuralProphet: Within a short span of time, NP has
emerged as a promising technique for different time-series
prediction tasks [45]. In the context of DL, several time-series
models, e.g., RNN and BiLSTM, as explained above, have
been developed. However, their internal functioning is still
a question mark despite demonstrating promising results. In
contrast, NP is an explainable, scalable prediction framework

6It is, however, important to mention that the predicted output of BiLSTM
can also be considered. But for the sake of lower computationally complexity
of the hybrid model, we use RNN.
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𝒔𝑡−1 𝒔𝑡+1

𝒔𝑡−1

𝒔𝑡

𝒔𝑡+1𝒔𝑡

𝒙𝑡−1 𝒙𝑡 𝒙𝑡+1

𝒚𝑡−1 𝒚𝑡 𝒚𝑡+1

Input Layer

Forward Layer

Backward Layer

Output Layer

(b) Fully connected BiLSTM-based NN.

Fig. 1. Graphical illustration of time-series NNs, i.e., LSTM and BiLSTM. Fig. 1 (a) shows single-cell of an LSTM, where input is real-valued CSI realization
for time instant t. Fig. 1 (b) depicts a fully connected BiLSTM-based NN, where inputs are learned in two ways. Circular shapes given in Fig. 1 (b) denote a
single-cell of LSTM, which is given in Fig. 1 (a). The outputs of BiLSTM portray predicted CSI realizations. Source: [1].

Data Cleaning 
and Splitting

Input Data
RNN

Processed 
Data

RNN’s
Prediction

NeuralProphet

Hyperparameter 
Tuning

Final Prediction

Fig. 2. Flow diagram of hybrid model, where dotted boxes are showing
the prediction models used for the hybrid approach. Processed data is the
real-valued CSI realizations, and final prediction denotes the multi-step ahead
predicted CSI realizations. Source: [1].

composed of statistical models, e.g., AR. It is sometimes im-
portant to analyze the performance of a prediction model in the
form of different components. DL-based models are difficult
to interpret due to their black-box nature. Contrarily, NP is
composed of different components7, where each component
contributes additively to predicted output, and their behaviour
is well interpretable. Further, each component is composed of
individual inputs and modelling methodology. The output of
each component is D-step ahead future CSI realizations. For
the notational convenience, we will explain the model with
D = 1, which will be later extended for multi-step, i.e., D
future steps. In the context of channel prediction, the predicted
value of NP for time instant t can be written as [45]

z̃t = Rt + Ft +At , (8)

where Rt and Ft represent trend and seasonality functions for
input data, respectively. At is the AR effect for time t based
on previous CSI realizations. Below, we explain each of them.

Rt: The trend function captures the overall variation in the
input data. It tries to learn the points where clear variation
in the data occurs; these points are called change-points,
represented by {n1, n2, . . . , nm}, composed of a total of m
change-points (tuned using grid search [46]). A trend function

7In the documentation of NP, it is composed of six components. However,
with regard to our application of channel prediction, we dropped a few as some
of them are irrelevant for CSI prediction, e.g., holidays. For more details, the
interested reader can refer to [45].

can be expressed as

Rt = (ζ0 + (Γt)
†ζ) · t+ (ρ0 + (Γt)

†ρ) , (9)

where ζ = {ζ1, ζ2, . . . , ζm}, and ρ = {ρ1, ρ2, . . . , ρm}, are
the vectors of growth rate and offset adjustments, respectively,
and ζ ∈ Rm×1 and ρ ∈ Rm×1. Besides, ζ0 and ρ0 are
the initial growth rate and offset values, respectively. And,
Γt = {Γ1

t ,Γ
2
t , . . . ,Γ

m
t }, where Γt ∈ Rm×1, which represents

whether a time t is past each change-point. For a jth change-
point, Γj

t is defined as

Γj
t =

{
1, if t ≥ nj

0, otherwise
. (10)

Ft: The seasonality function, modeled using Fourier terms,
captures periodicity in the dataset and is expressed as

F p
t =

𭟋∑
o=1

(
ao · cos

(
2πot

p

)
+ bo · sin

(
2πot

p

))
, (11)

where 𭟋 is the number of Fourier terms defined for season-
ality with periodicity p. At a time step t, the effect of all
seasonalities can be expressed as

Ft =
∑
p∈P

F p
t , (12)

where P is the set of periodicities.
At: AR is the process of regressing a CSI future realization

against its past realizations. The total number of past CSI
realizations considered in the AR process is referred to as the
order, denoted as d, of the AR process. A classic AR process
of order d can be modeled as

at = q +

d∑
e=1

θe · at−e + ϵt , (13)

where q and ϵt are the intercept and white noise, respectively,
and θ are the coefficients of AR process. The classic AR model
can only make one-step ahead prediction, and to make multi-
step ahead prediction, D distinct AR models are required to fit.
To this end, we use feed-forward NN and AR, termed as AR-
Net [47], to model AR process dynamics. NP-based AR-Net
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can produce multi-step future CSI realizations by using one
AR model. AR-Net mimics a classic AR model, with the only
difference of data fitting. AR-Net is a feed-forward NN that
maps the AR model. AR-Net is designed so that the parameters
of its first layer are equivalent to the AR-coefficients.

In the AR-Net, d last observations of CSI realizations
are given as input, denoted as z, which are processed by
the first layer and passed through each hidden layer. Corre-
spondingly, D-step ahead future CSI realizations, denoted by
z̃ = {At, At+1, . . . , At+D}, can be obtained at the output
layer. Mathematically,

ωout
1 = α(U1z+ bNP

1 ) ,

ωout
i = α(Uiω

out
i−1 + bNP

i ) , for i ∈ [2, 3, . . . , l]

z̃ = Ul+1ω
out
l ,

where α(·) is the rectified linear unit (ReLu) activation func-
tion, written as

α(γ) =

{
γ, γ ≥ 0

0, γ < 0
. (14)

Further, l is the number of hidden layers having nh hidden
units in each layer, bNP ∈ Rnh×1 is the vector of biases,
U ∈ Rnh×nh is the weight matrix for hidden layers, except
for the first U1 ∈ Rnh×d and last Ul+1 ∈ RD×nh layers. In
the AR component of NP, an important selection parameter is
the order of AR, i.e., d, which is hard to select in practice.
In general, d is chosen such that d = 2D, i.e., twice the
number of the prediction horizon. For notational convenience,
we express the predicted channel for kth UE by each model,
i.e., RNN, BiLSTM, and hybrid, as h̃k(t + D), which we
utilize for the design of CSILaBS in the following section.

IV. CSILABS

This section details the proposed CSI feedback mechanism,
CSILaBS, by exploiting the predicted channel of the previous
section. The core idea is to have the same PF at both ends,
at BS and at each UE. Such PF will be generated at the BS
and reported to all UEs along with CSI-RS. The UEs will
compute an update function by exploiting PF and CSI-RS,
which is then feedback to BS. Hence, a precise version of
CSI can be acquired at the BS with minimum computation
and model storage at the UEs. For the sake of simplicity, we
explain CSILaBS for one UE, remarking that all UEs will
follow the same process. CSILaBS provides an efficient and
light-weight way for the UE and the BS to implement the
same PF without having to report a massive number of ML
weights, as followed in [3]. CSILaBS implementation involves
six different stages: • ML training at BS • PF reporting • PF
verification • CSI estimation • CSI compression and feedback
• CSI retrieval. We explain them in the following.

A. ML Training at BS

At the beginning of this stage, training data for ML-based
CP is acquired at the BS. The training and prediction of CP
have already been explained in Section III. For brevity, let us

assume that the predicted channel at the BS for time instant t
is denoted by h̃BS

k (t), which we use to explain the rest of the
scheme.

B. PF Reporting

At this stage, BS reports a PF by exploiting the predicted
channel from the previous stage. PF reporting can be of
different forms, which we address below.

1) Model-Based Representation: This method evaluates
matrix-based models for channel evolution and returns the
matrix composition. For example, an AR model of order d
can be adopted, already given in Equation (13). For brevity,
we rewrite in the form of reported PF as

h̃BS
k (t) =

d∑
e=1

F̂k,e(fQ[ĥk(t− e)])† , (15)

where transition matrix F̂ (a PF) is reported to UE by the
BS. fQ[·] is a standard element-wise quantization/compression
function, where the real and imaginary parts of the channel
are separately compressed. The matrix (or set of matrices)
can be reported using a codebook (similar to PMI reporting in
type-I/II followed in the standards) and henceforth reporting
only the index. Another way is to compress the matrix
and therefore reporting Ev(F̂), where Ev(·) could be, e.g.,
maximum eigenvector compression.

2) Full Function Reporting: In this methodology, an NN is
converted to an equation. This is simply done by writing the
input-output relationship, considering weights and activation
functions. The methods to convert NNs into equations are
known in the literature [5]. This is, however, a discouraged
method, as the function itself can be too complex to be
implemented and reported [3]. To reduce reporting overhead,
the function index can be reported as follows. A certain
number of functions are reported into a codebook, which will
be set at a standard level. An NN is converted into an equation,
and the closest function is selected in the set, i.e., giving
the best prediction. In other words, this type of reporting
is equivalent to considering ML at UE as proposed in [3],
with the only difference of ML training at BS. Therefore, in
this study, we consider this function reporting as a benchmark
scheme and call it MLaBE (ML at both ends).

C. PF Verification

The BS may predict the CSI with sufficient accuracy; how-
ever, the generated PF is inaccurate due to dynamic network
conditions. Thus, PF verification is essential before starting the
CSI feedback mechanism. PF can be verified by reporting it to
UE. For example, UE can compute the error based on reported
PF and CSI-RS, using the former for CSI prediction and later
for the latest CSI estimation. For instance, the error can be
calculated as a mean-squared error between the predicted and
estimated CSI. The outcome can be sent to BS, which can
retrain the NN if the error is sufficiently larger than a threshold
value.
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D. CSI Estimation

If PF is nearly accurate, the BS can utilize the predicted
channel for CSI acquisition. To this end, BS transmits CSI-
RS at, for example, time instant t, where UE can estimate
the channel by exploiting CSI-RS. We assume perfect channel
estimation; in the following, we address CSI compression once
the channel is estimated.

E. CSI Compression and Feedback

Let us assume that the estimated CSI at the kth UE is
denoted by ĥk(t). Further, by exploiting the reported PF,
explained in Section IV-B, predicted CSI at the kth UE is
represented by h̃k(t). Finally, CSI can be feedback to BS in
the following manner [3]

h̄k(t) = fQ

[
Ω{h̃k(t), ĥk(t)}

]
, (16)

where Ω{·} is an update function, which is simply the dif-
ference between the predicted, h̃k, and the estimated channel,
ĥk. The benefit of such compression is reduced OTA overhead
to feedback CSI. For example, if Ω{·} = 0, which is subject
to perfect prediction, then the feedback-related overhead is
eliminated; hence, UE does not need to feedback anything.
Alternatively, if Ω{·} ̸= 0 then quantization function, fQ[·],
will add less noise, thanks to h̃k(t). It is important to mention
that the above equation can also serve as a verification for
PF before compression because UE can check if the error is
sufficiently large.

F. CSI Retrieval

CSI for time instant t can be acquired at the BS by
exploiting predicted CSI at BS, h̃BS

k (t), and the reported update
h̄k(t). If Ω{·} ≠ 0, then BS retrieves CSI of kth UE as [36]

h̄BS
k (t) = h̃BS

k (t) + Ω−1{h̄k(t)} , (17)

where Ω−1 represents inverse of Ω. In this study, Ω−1 = −Ω.
In the second scenario, i.e., Ω{·} = 0, BS receives nothing,
indicating that the predicted CSI at BS is perfect. Thus, the
BS assumes that h̄BS

k (t) = h̃BS
k (t).

Remarks on CSILaBS

The advantage of CSILaBS is the elimination of ML at
the UE8. Similar to [3], another advantage is the reduction
in feedback overhead if the prediction is not good enough
and the elimination of feedback overhead if the prediction is
perfect. Considering that the accurate PF is achieved, CP at
the BS can keep running in the background, using the newly

8If training data is unavailable at BS or does not have sufficient resources
due to certain reason, then UE can run ML at its end [3], helping the BS not
to do ML training. Furthermore, in the case of using ML at UE, UE will be
responsible for reporting PF to BS for channel prediction at BS. In that case,
PF verification, discussed in Section IV-C, will be done locally at UE, and BS
has only to make predictions by exploiting reported PF. This study aims to
reduce the computation cost of UE; hence, ML is considered at BS. To reduce
the reporting overhead of training data, data augmentation algorithm(s) can be
considered at BS to generate training data [48], and the verification of such
data can be done by exploiting codebook, which we leave as future work.

acquired channel, h̄BS, as an input. The CP will be updated
accordingly or retrained if necessary. The BS will trigger an
update in the PF whenever a threshold is surpassed, and the
updated PF will be reported to UE, where codebook entries
can be updated, etc. This allows to track sudden changes in the
ML model. For instance, if the underlying channel evolution
changes due to, e.g., UE passing behind a building.

The transmission bandwidth might cover multiple Physical
Resource Blocks (PRBs) or subbands for high data rate UEs.
In that case, PF has to be reported from BS to UE for each
PRB/subband; hence, the related reporting overhead might get
large on the Physical Downlink Control Channel (PDCCH).
Generally, UEs might be scheduled per Transmission Time
Interval (TTI) on different PRBs/subbands. In addition, chan-
nel variations might vary significantly depending on PRB.
Therefore, a fast and flexible adaptation of the PRBs/subbands
for which a PF is being reported is beneficial. A simple solu-
tion can then be two-step approach and include a bitmap for,
e.g., 13 subbands, which will define per TTI those subbands
(bitmap value equal to 1); thus, a new PF will be reported in
this time slot. That way, limiting the downlink overhead to the
relevant PRBs is possible. Note that if the allocation does not
change, we can define a further bit with the meaning ‘keep
the previous bitmap’.

The last critical remark is related to the compression func-
tion, fQ[·], at UE. Suppose fQ[·] uses infinite overhead bits. In
that case, compression under CSILaBS and without CSILaBS
will give the same output. Hence, CSILaBS will not provide
any advantage. Later in Section VIII, we will show that high
overhead brings negligible gain in CSILaBS. As feedback in-
formation is always compressed to reduce overhead, CSILaBS
is beneficial under low overhead. In the following, we propose
different algorithms to select the feedback in the multiuser
environment.

V. FEEDBACK SELECTION FOR CSILABS

In the multiuser scenario of CSILaBS, the feedback selec-
tion from each UE becomes crucial. In fact, the BS cannot
know beforehand what the UEs need to feedback. Therefore,
the UEs must decide dynamically if they have to feedback
or not. This must be done in a distributed way. Thus, the
problem of CSI feedback selection is similar to a random
access scheme, where an UE senses the channel before
data transmission. For example, multiple UEs can transmit
simultaneously in a random access scheme. In the case when
two neighbouring UEs transmit at the same time, then we
say that their messages collide with each other, resulting in
degrading the SINR of the overall system. Therefore, the
UEs require a distributed medium access control (MAC) for
efficient selection such that their messages do not collide.

A plethora of research has been proposed on random access
protocols, e.g., carrier sense multiple access protocols, which
are an important class of MAC protocols because of their
simplicity. They have been widely used in IEEE 802.11
wireless-fidelity. In random access protocols, one potential
solution is to use Glauber dynamics. In Glauber dynamics,
the UEs transmit with a given probability, e.g., exp(ω̃l(t))

1+exp(ω̃l(t))
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Fig. 3. Pictorial representation of two feedback resources in probabilistic
and error-bin feedback. The former utilizes both resources for CSI feedback
and later uses one to check contention and the second to feedback CSI of UE
winning the contention.

as given in [49], where ω̃l(t) is the weight of link l at time
slot t. In the literature, random access-based approaches have
proven to be throughput optimal [49], [50].

In CSI feedback selection, one may also see the problem as
a random access scheme, but the goal of our study is different,
i.e., we do not transmit at a given rate to improve throughput.
We aim to enhance the CSI feedback. Therefore, we focus
on using a random access model to acquire precise CSI at
the BS. In a nutshell, we use the random access model in
CSILaBS to reduce the errors due to compression imposed at
the UE and to minimize OTA overhead costs. In this section,
we address the question: How to efficiently select the feedback
while improving the CSI accuracy of the overall system? To
answer this, in the following, we propose various algorithms.

A. Probabilistic Feedback

In this scheme, the feedback from each UE is evaluated with
a certain probability, which depends on the error in the update
function computed at the kth UE. Without loss of generality,
let us denote the set of available resource blocks to feedback
the CSI in the given system by N = {1, 2, · · · , N}. In the
probabilistic feedback, the kth UE selects n ∈ N resource
block randomly and evaluates the feedback in the selected
resource block with a probability

Pn
k =

exp(∆k)

1 + exp(∆k)
, (18)

where ∆k = E{|h̃k(t)− ĥk(t)|} is the error between the
predicted and the estimated channel at the kth UE. From (18),
it can be observed that higher ∆k will result in higher Pn

k .
This will help enhance CSI feedback as UEs with high errors
can be given priority so that an accurate version of CSI can
be retrieved at the BS. Importantly, feedback is evaluated only
when ∆k > ℘, where ℘ is the error threshold. The constraint
∆k > ℘ is put due to the nature of (18), e.g., a UE may select
the feedback with 50% success rate even when there is no
need to feedback CSI; in other words, when ∆k = 0. Later in
Section VIII, we will show that the optimal value of ℘ is an
important design parameter for feedback selection.

B. Error-Bin Feedback

In the probabilistic feedback, we have learned that UEs
with high error must be selected more frequently; hence, we
revised the random access methodology accordingly. In the
error-bin method, we tackle a similar problem as followed
in the random access schemes, i.e., avoiding collisions, but
our objective is to acquire CSI at the BS with high precision.
Considering the objective of acquiring precise CSI at the BS,
we propose having a contention slot in addition to a data
slot or CSI feedback slot. The contention slot can be further
divided into mini-slots, where the objective of mini-slots is to
prioritize CSI feedback of UEs having a high error. The UEs
winning the contention will be selected to feedback CSI. To
illustrate error-bin feedback, we have drawn Fig. 3, where the
kth UE uses one resource to check contention and another to
feedback CSI. The contention slot is composed of □Q mini
slots. Correspondingly, there are a total of ∇Q bins, where
each bin is equally spaced ∆Diff and the error window of
all bins is predefined, ranging between ∆min and ∆max. For
instance, ∆min and ∆max can be mapped between 0 and 1,
respectively. And accordingly, ∆Diff = 0.10.

Focusing on the contention slot, the kth UE verifies the
constraint ∆k > ℘ and feedback 1 bit in a mini slot, depending
on the error level. For example, if ∆k lies in the first bin ∇1,
i.e., 0 < ∆k < 0.10, then the UE transmits 1 bit in the last
mini slot □Q as the error is minimum. Similarly, if ∆k belongs
to the last bin ∇Q, showing high error, the UE feedback 1 bit
in the first mini slot □1. Fig. 3 gives a pictorial illustration of
these allocations. We can learn from this allocation that UEs
with high errors will be given priority to feedback. Besides,
when two or more UEs transmit in the same mini slot, this
indicates collision, but the advantage is we only lose 1 bit.

At the end of the contention slot, the UE winning will send
the CSI in the CSI feedback slot. When two or more UEs
win the contention, the UEs transmitted in the earliest mini
slots will be selected. This is because the UE transmitting in
the earliest slot indicates a high error. Notably, the selection
of winning UEs depends on the number of available data
slots. For instance, if there are two data slots and three
UEs win the contention, the first two UEs with the highest
error will be selected, and the third UE will be dropped
due to the unavailability of the resource block. In this way,
we prioritize UEs that have high errors. Consequently, CSI
feedback performance can be enhanced. In contrast to error-
bin feedback, probabilistic feedback uses all resources for CSI
feedback, i.e., there is no contention slot (see Fig. 3).

C. Deterministic Feedback

In the deterministic feedback, all the UEs transmit at the
same time, irrespective of their error value and without any
resource selection. Intuitively, there will be many collisions.
Hence, CSI feedback performance cannot be enhanced as the
BS will rely on open-loop CSI prediction, i.e. without any
update from the UE. Later in Section VIII, we will show that
the deterministic feedback performs the worst compared to
error-bin and probabilistic feedback.
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D. Periodic Feedback
This approach is used as a benchmark scheme to observe

the performance gain of the proposed CSI feedback mech-
anisms. Briefly, we consider the feedback by exploiting the
conventional CSI feedback scheme, i.e., without ML, where
the feedback from a UE is simply the compressed version of
the estimated channel. In other words, there is no channel
predictor in the network; thus, h̄BS

k (t) = fQ[ĥk(t)]. The
feedback without ML is evaluated in a round-robin fashion,
i.e., every UE feedback CSI on its turn without any error
threshold limit. For this purpose, the total UEs K are divided
into available resources. For instance, if there are N = 10
resources and K = 30, then K = 10 UEs are selected in each
round; hence, the first group of UEs will be able to retransmit
in the fourth round. In Section VIII, we will discuss the results
of the above CSI feedback selection mechanisms. The pseudo-
code of CSILaBS is given in Algorithm 1.

VI. IMPLEMENTATION ASPECTS

To implement CSILaBS, both the network entities, i.e., BS
and UE, must assess the available capabilities. For example,
the BS requests initial samples of the latest available CSI
to initiate the proposed algorithm. Each UE has to report
the training data to the BS, which may bring an additional
overhead. Further, the BS has to verify the trained channel
predictor by communicating with each UE. Furthermore, the
BS has to report the light-weight PF to each UE, requiring
overhead in the downlink. However, to reduce this overhead,
we have discussed in Section IV that the codebooks can be
established at the standard level; hence, an index from the
codebook can be reported to predict the channel. In summary,
a new CSI acquisition protocol comprising algorithm and
memory requirements, length of the training dataset, and
standardizing an ML algorithm for channel prediction, etc.,
is required to implement CSILaBS.

The UEs typically do not stay in a cell, and the evolution
of the underlying channel might change while moving to a
different cell. In a highly dynamic environment, it is crucial
to generalize an NN that can accurately predict the channel in
different propagation conditions. Therefore, how to design an
NN with high generalization is one of the crucial challenges
in CSILaBS. One solution is to train the NN carefully with
different underlying channel distributions. Another possible
way is to perform online training; nevertheless, it must collect
massive CSI samples, leading to an extra OTA overhead.

As DL-based CSI feedback has been proposed as one of the
use cases in 3GPP Release-18 AI/ML study items, the effect
of CSILaBS on the existing standards needs to be evaluated.
For instance, how much NMSE gain can be achieved through
system-level and link-level simulations compared to type-
I/II CSI feedback schemes? DL-based CSI feedback poses
new challenges at the standardization level. To this end, the
existing standards cannot be totally changed and can only be
revised. For example, explicit feedback differs entirely from
the current feedback framework and is complex to deploy in
5G-Advanced and 6G cellular networks. To further understand
the implementation aspects of AI/ML on cellular networks, we
refer to read [2].

Algorithm 1: CSILaBS

Input: fQ[ĥk]
Output: h̄BS

k (t)
// Step-1: Data aggregation at the BS.

// Step-2: Training of CP at the BS by using

one of the models given in SectionIII.

Predict the channel (h̃k) for time window L.
// Step-3: Computation of PF (F̂).

Initialize variables: Nnum = ∅ ,Dden = ∅
1 for ℓ = 1 to L

2 do
2 Select the entries of predicted channel, h̃k, and

corresponding true labels, fQ[ĥk].
3 Nnum = [Nnum , h̃k(ℓ)]

4 Dden = [Dden , fQ[ĥk(ℓ)]]

5 F̂ = Nnum × (Dden)
‡

// Step-4: Verification and reporting of F̂ (see

SectionIV-B and IV-C).
// Step-5: Prediction at BS and UE using PF.

Initializing variables: H̃BS
k = ∅ ,H̃k = ∅

6 for ℓ = L
2 + 1 to L do

7 H̃BS
k = [h̃BS

k , F̂× fQ[ĥk(ℓ)]]

8 H̃k = [h̃k , F̂× fQ[ĥk(ℓ)]]

// Step-6: Channel estimation at time t by

exploiting CSI-RS (see SectionIV-D): ĥk(t).

// Step-7: The UE verifies locally if the

acquired channel at the BS will be precise

or not.

// Step-8: Evaluate feedback decision using one

of the algorithms used in SectionV

// Step-9: Channel acquisition at BS at time t

(see SectionIV-E and IV-F)

/* The following conditions holds true when

the UE has feedback the CSI to the BS. */

9 if fQ{Ω(h̃k(t), ĥk(t))}==true then

10 h̄BS
k (t) = h̃BS

k (t) + Ω−1

[
fQ{Ω(h̃k(t), ĥk(t))}

]
11 else
12 h̄BS

k (t) = h̃BS
k (t)

VII. DATASET DESCRIPTION

To observe the benefits of CSILaBS, a dataset is recorded
in a practical wireless environment. To this end, a measure-
ment campaign was performed at Nokia Bell-Labs campus in
Stuttgart, Germany. The view of measurement campaign is
shown in Figs. 4, 5 [3], [5]. Briefly, a massive MIMO antenna,
having 64 antennas, is placed on a rooftop with approximately
height of 15m, and a UE equipped with a single monopole
antenna having height 1.5m is considered. The transmission
is done using time-frequency orthogonal pilots at a carrier
frequency of 2.18GHz and using OFDM waveforms (10MHz
long-term evolution (LTE) numerology, i.e., 600 subcarriers
with 15 kHz spacing). The UE is moved on different tracks,
indicated in Fig. 4, with a speed of 3 to 5 km/h. The recorded
data is composed of approximately 58 seconds on each track,
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TABLE I
HYPERPARAMETERS OF ML MODELS

Parameter Value Parameter Value
{l, β} {4, 1} ,ג} nh}(NP) {0.001, 32}
Epochs 50 {d,D} {20, 10}

m 50 ,ג} nh}(RNN & BiLSTM) 0.001, 200

where 2000 measurements are recorded at each second. More
details of the dataset are available in [5]. In the case of
multiuser, we exploit synthetic dataset, considering that the
underlying model is evolving using an AR process.

VIII. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

By exploiting the dataset given in Section VII, this section
evaluates the performance of the proposed work. The results
are divided into two parts, where first focuses on the perfor-
mance of the proposed CPs and later evaluating the overall
feedback scheme, CSILaBS.

To train CPs, we used dataset of track-1 (shown in Fig. 4),
which is composed of 116 k consecutive CSI realizations, i.e.,
{h(t)|t = 1, . . . , 116 k}. The dataset (normalized) is passed
through necessary pre-processing and formatting steps using
custom-built input pipelines so that it can easily parsed through
each ML model. Further, the dataset of track-1 is divided into
three parts: training (80%), validation (10%), and test (10%).
To train CPs, we use Huber loss as a cost function, which is
defined as

Lhuber(Ĥk, H̃k) =

{
1
2β (Ĥk − H̃k)

2, for |Ĥk − H̃k| ≤ β

|Ĥk − H̃k| − β
2 , otherwise

(19)
where Ĥk = {ĥk(t+ 1), · · · , ĥk(t+D)} are
the true labels for the input CSI realizations
X̂k = {ĥk(t− 1), · · · , ĥk(t− d)}, and H̃k =
{h̃k(t+ 1), · · · , h̃k(t+D)} is the D-step ahead predicted
channel. By using Huber loss as a cost function, a batch of
32 samples is fed into each CP, the predicted outcome is
compared with true labels, and error is backpropagated to
update weights and biases using adaptive moment estimation
(Adam) as an optimizer. The training iterations are repeated
until cost function goes below threshold value. Furthermore,
open-source libraries such as TensorFlow, Keras, and
Scikit-learn, are used for implementation of CPs.

Selection of optimal training parameters, e.g., learning rate
,(ג) number of hidden layers (l), and hidden neurons (nh),
play a pivotal role to enhance prediction accuracy. As hy-
perparameters are not directly learned by a model, rather,
we manually define them before fitting the model. Therefore,
a well-known automated strategy, that is, grid search [46],
is used for hyperparameter tuning. For NP, linear growth
function and 95% change-point range gave best results. Also,
seasonality function is set to false opposite to what is followed
in [1], remaining tuned parameters for NP and other CPs are
listed in Table I. Also, the standard NP model only takes uni-
variate data to produce its output. In our hybrid model, we
adapted the standard NP model for multivariate data by adding
an extra future regressor into the NP model. Future regressors

are the variables which are known for the future. In our case,
predictions of RNN are known to us, and we included this
information as a future regressor of the NP model. Thus, we
feed both RNN predictions and true sequences as multivariate
inputs to the NP model to enhance its prediction capability.
Besides, in RNN and BiLSTM models, the dropout layer is
adapted, which drops hidden units randomly with a probability
of 0.2, to prevent over-fitting.

A. Performance of Channel Predictors

The performance of four prediction models, i.e., NP, RNN,
BiLSTM, and hybrid model, is evaluated by using normalized
mean-squared error (NMSE) and cosine similarity. NMSE of
a CP, for a single track, is defined as

ΥCP = E


∥∥∥Ĥk − H̃k

∥∥∥2
FRO∥∥∥Ĥk

∥∥∥2
FRO

 . (20)

Similarly, by exploiting Ĥk and H̃k, cosine similarity of a CP,
denoted by ϱCP, is computed.

Fig. 6 shows the comparison of four CPs in terms of NMSE
(ΥCP). Particularly, performance is evaluated on three different
tracks, which were unseen by the CPs during the training
phase. The trend reveals that RNN, when used standalone,
does not perform well; hence, it gives the worst performance.
On the other hand, BiLSTM outperforms RNN, which is due to
the fact that BiLSTM can retain information in their memory
for longer time periods and learns the input data in both
directions, thereby performing better. In contrast, the hybrid
model performs better than other CPs. The rationale behind
this is that NP learns better when RNN’s predicted values are
passed as future regressor. For instance, on track-1, there is
approximately 80% reduction in NMSE when hybrid model is
used in comparison to RNN.

Table II presents a detailed comparison of all CPs, where
best results are written in bold numbers. The results are
obtained for different prediction horizons, i.e., D, and under
different quantization bits or overhead bits used to compress
CSI. NMSE (ΥCP) and cosine similarity (ϱCP) are the two
evaluation parameters used to analyze the performance of CPs.
The results show that NP is the best among all for small
prediction horizon, i.e., D = 1, and under any compression
level. However, for long prediction horizon, i.e., D = 10,
hybrid model is useful when compression level is low, e.g.,
5 or no-compression (∞). The rationale behind the superior
performance of hybrid model is the combination of RNN and
NP. For instance, in case of D = 10, NP has shown bad
performance when used standalone but when combined with
RNN, then it learned the information of RNN’s prediction to
improve accuracy. That is why hybrid model has superior per-
formance. Nonetheless, under high compression and D = 10,
BiLSTM is the best choice, which is due to the fact that
BiLSTM is suitable for long prediction horizons and handling
non-linearities, thanks to memory cell and multiplicative gates
(see Section III-B).
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Fig. 4. View of Nokia Bell-Labs campus in Stuttgart, Germany, where measurements are recorded. A mMIMO antenna, represented with a blue bar on
extreme left-side of the figure, is located on a rooftop, transmitting in the direction represented with arrow. The UE is moved on the different tracks, illustrated
with black lines, where arrowhead representing the direction of UE’s movement and numerical values showing the track number. Source: [5].

(a) Image of Track-1 of the measurement campaign. (b) BS antenna with 64 antenna elements is shown
here.

(c) A trolley, which is
mimicking a UE, is mov-
ing on track-1.

Fig. 5. A closer view of measurement track-1 and network entities is shown in these figures. Buildings of approximately 15m height can also be seen,
which are acting as reflectors and blockers for the radio waves. Source: [3].

Fig. 6. Performance of the CPs on different tracks followed by UE, where
NMSE is independent apropos track number as each track has different
channel strength. The number of predicted CSI realizations is D = 10, and
uncompressed CSI is used for prediction.

B. Performance of CSILaBS

In this subsection, we compare the performance of CSIL-
aBS, with two other schemes, i.e., MLaBE and without ML. In
the case of without ML, h̄BS

k (t) = fQ[ĥk(t)], and in CSILaBS
and MLaBE, h̄BS

k (t) = h̃BS
k (t)+Ω−1{h̄k(t)}. For brevity, we

consider RNN as a CP for CSILaBS and MLaBE. For an
abuse of notation, we denote H̄BS ∈ CM×K and H ∈ CM×K

as the matrix form of h̄BS
k and hk, respectively, for all K UEs,

and D = 1. By using this information, precoding gain can be
obtained as

ΨFB = E
{

Trace(H∗
eq ×Heq)

}
, (21)

where

Heq =

(
H̄BS∥∥H̄BS
∥∥

FRO

)∗

×
(

H

∥H∥FRO

)
(22)

is the equivalent channel. Similarly, by using H̄BS and H,
NMSE, denoted by ΥFB, is calculated as

ΥFB = E

{∥∥H̄BS −H
∥∥2

FRO

∥H∥2FRO

}
. (23)
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TABLE II
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT CHANNEL PREDICTORS UNDER VARIOUS PARAMETERS

Overhead Bits ↓ Prediction Model→ Hybrid NP BiLSTM RNN
Prediction Horizon→ D = 10 D = 1 D = 10 D = 1 D = 10 D = 1 D = 10 D = 1

∞ ΥCP 0.0077 0.0022 0.0093 0.0014 0.0271 0.0052 0.0396 0.0195
ϱCP 0.9975 0.9993 0.9974 0.9996 0.9923 0.9988 0.9857 0.9934

5
ΥCP 0.0337 0.0081 0.0413 0.0080 0.0398 0.0111 0.0458 0.0254
ϱCP 0.9895 0.9971 0.9864 0.9972 0.9874 0.9964 0.9845 0.9914

3
ΥCP 0.2188 0.0267 0.1550 0.0259 0.0502 0.0281 0.0586 0.0710
ϱCP 0.9416 0.9904 0.9435 0.9907 0.9838 0.9902 0.9808 0.9751

1
ΥCP 0.2844 0.0242 0.1483 0.0241 0.0278 0.0303 0.0825 0.0263
ϱCP 0.9154 0.9899 0.9379 0.9899 0.9886 0.9876 0.9673 0.9890

Fig. 7. Cosine similarity (ϱFB) of the acquired channel at BS and correspond-
ing true channel. Figure demonstrates that ϱFB increases with the number of
overhead bits used to feedback channel from UE to BS.

Fig. 8. NMSE (ΥFB) and precoding gain (ΨFB) of different CSI feedback
schemes. Similar to Fig. 7, this figure reveals that performance of feedback
CSI improves with the number of overhead bits. In other words, precise CSI
acquisition comes at a cost of high overhead.

Similarly, cosine similarity, denoted by ϱFB, is calculated by
using H̄BS and H.

Fig. 7 presents the accuracy of the acquired channel at BS in
the form of cosine similarity (ϱFB). The trend shows that the
accuracy of the acquired channel increases with the number

of overhead bits used to feedback CSI. However, CSILaBS
brings a huge performance gain when feedback information
is highly compressed, i.e., when 2 bits are used. Numeri-
cally, CSILaBS shows approximately 11% improvement in
comparison to without ML. Thus, CSILaBS is beneficial in
practical wireless communications environments as feedback
evaluation methods, i.e., type-I/II, followed in the standards,
are massively compressed due to exploitation of the codebook.
Further, CSILaBS retains ML gain, i.e., CSILaBS gives nearly
same gain as using ML at both ends (MLaBE). Nevertheless,
the benefit of CSILaBS is the elimination of ML training
at UE, and no need to store NN, which can be costly in
terms of UE’s power consumption. Also, CSILaBS uses a
light-weight PF at UE for feedback evaluation, and overhead
cost of PF reporting is small in comparison to MLaBE.
For example, MLaBE requires 0.35M parameters to report,
whereas CSILaBS requires only M ×M = 4096.

Recalling that feedback CSI is used for precoding, we now
inspect the performance of CSILaBS by using precoding gain,
ΨFB, plotted on right-side of Fig. 8. Furthermore, comparison
is done by using NMSE, ΥFB, as evaluation parameter. Fig. 8
reveals that the CSILaBS gives massive precoding gain under
high compression scenario. For example, in case of 2 overhead
bits, CSILaBS gives a gain about 22.7% than without ML.
This gain reduces with the number of overhead bits, e.g., 4
overhead bits give a gain of only 6.45%. On the other hand,
a similar trend can be observed for ΥFB. Further, MLaBE has
comparable performance with CSILaBS, nevertheless, former
requires implementation of ML at UE too.

Fig. 9 reveals the performance of ΥFB against the error
threshold (℘) selected to evaluate the feedback at a UE.
It is important to mention that lower values of ℘ result in
high numbers of feedback and vice versa. A comparison is
provided with various numbers of UEs (K) and different
selection algorithms. First, we can observe that ΥFB by using
deterministic method gives the worst performance, which is
due to excessive number of collisions. Hence, the BS relies
on the predicted channel, i.e., H̄BS = H̃BS. Also, ΥFB remains
unchanged over different values of ℘, which is because H̄BS =
H̃BS is independent of ℘. In contrast, error-bin has slightly
lower ΥFB, which increases with ℘ as feedback frequency
has reduced when ℘ is increased. Contrarily to error-bin and
deterministic feedback, probabilistic feedback is showing the
best performance. This is due to the fact that the probabilistic
feedback selects the feedback intelligently, i.e., when ∆ and P
are high. It can also be observed that with appropriate value
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Fig. 9. NMSE (ΥFB) of different feedback schemes versus the error threshold
(℘). A comparison is provided with various number of UEs (K). N = 10.

Fig. 10. Comparison with various number of resource blocks (N). K = 15.

of ℘, CSI acquisition can be improved. For example, when
K = 30 then ℘ = 0.30 is the optimal choice to select the
feedback using probabilistic method. Numerically, we observe
a gain of approximately 8.7% and 13% in comparison to
error-bin and deterministic feedback, respectively. And this
gain increases with the reduction in number of UEs as lower
value of K results in less collisions. Importantly, in the case
of deterministic feedback, ΥFB will remain constant despite
different values of K; hence, we only plotted for K = 15 for
the illustration purpose.

Fig. 10 reveals the performance when the number of re-
sources are varied and K = 15. The results show that
probabilistic feedback outperforms. And the performance of
probabilistic feedback improves with the number of resource
blocks (N). However, in the case of error-bin, ΥFB does not
vary with the increase in number of N , though it remains low
for lower values of ℘. Besides, we can see that optimal value
of ℘ can be selected for probabilistic feedback depending on
the available number of resources. For instance, when N = 15
then ℘ = 0.10 is the optimal choice. In contrast, deterministic

Fig. 11. A comparison of all CSI feedback schemes with different number
of resource blocks (N). K = 30.

feedback is once again showing the worst performance.
Fig. 11 shows the performance when the UEs are increased

to K = 30 and when the performance is compared with
periodic feedback. The results show that periodic feedback
performs the worst despite reporting CSI to BS at regular
intervals. However, periodic feedback improves when there
are more resources as frequency of feedback increases, but still
giving bad performing even when compared with deterministic
feedback. The main reason behind this is the absence of CSI-
LaBS as explained in Section V-D. In contrast, probabilistic
feedback outperforms rest of the schemes due to intelligent
feedback selection. For instance, probabilistic feedback shows
approximately 12% improvement in comparison to determin-
istic feedback and 73% compared to periodic when ℘ = 0.30
and N = 10.

C. Comparison with State-of-the-Art

In this section, we compare the performance of CSILaBS
with state-of-the-art, i.e., autoencoder [8], named CsiNet in
[8]. For a fair comparison, we utilized pre-trained model
of CsiNet, given in [51]. Accordingly, we utilized the same
dataset, as given in [51], to train CSILaBS. Briefly, the
dataset, composed of 15k samples, is generated using Matlab
5G toolbox function nrCDLChannel. To get further details
of the dataset and pre-trained CsiNet, please refer to [51].
Numerically, we observed a gain in ϱFB of approximately 43%
when feedback CSI is highly compressed, i.e., 2 bits are used
to feedback CSI. Similarly, we observed a gain of around
5.5 dB in ΥFB for 2 bits. Furthermore, increase in overhead bits
resulted in less gain, which verifies our remark from Section IV
that increase in overhead brings no advantage in CSILaBS
as there are no compression errors. However, in the case of
multiuser, we can still get some gain due to the use of the
proposed feedback selection algorithms.

In terms of complexity, the number of floating-point op-
erations for single-step prediction of CSILaBS are 5.8M,
which are very few in comparison to CsiNet (58.52M) [12].
Furthermore, CsiNet is composed of 32 layers, and CSILaBS
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is of 4 layers. This shows that a bigger NN is required to
design CsiNet and correspondingly resources to train it.

IX. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated how ML can be avoided at UE
for CSI feedback. Conventionally, ML has been considered
at BS and UE, which makes it hard to train computationally
expensive ML algorithm(s) at UE. In contrast, we addressed a
novel method, coined CSILaBS, to efficiently recover com-
pressed CSI without implementing ML at the UE. When
applied ML at the BS, the generated function raised the idea
of developing a codebook for downlink overhead reduction,
which has shown highly standard-relevant implementation.
Motivated by exploiting channel prediction for CSI feedback,
we developed different ML-assisted CPs, which showed high
performance gains compared to advanced ML models.

The results showed the effectiveness of CSILaBS compared
to benchmark schemes. Numerical evaluations demonstrated
an increase of approximately 22% in precoding gain than with-
out ML feedback information is highly compressed. Similarly,
an approximately 65% decrease in NMSE is observed for long-
range uncompressed CSI prediction when the performance of
hybrid model is compared to the advance time-series model,
i.e., BiLSTM.

Generally speaking, higher gain in the acquired channel at
BS is achieved by using a minimum amount of overhead bits,
that is, 2. In contrast, the gain is negligible when ≥ 5 overhead
bits are considered. The rationale behind nearly zero gain for
≥ 5 is minimum information loss while compressing the CSI.
Importantly, the achieved gain came at without implementing
ML on the UE-side. Thus, CSILaBS is the best choice when
there is a high compression error, and UE is incapable for ML
training. The results also verified that BiLSTM is beneficial
when long-range CSI prediction is required on a massively
compressed CSI, i.e., 1 and 3 quantization bits. In contrast,
the hybrid model is the best option for low-compressed CSI
prediction. Numerically, hybrid model has shown error of
nearly −21 dB and BiLSTM approximately −15 dB for ∞
and 1 quantization bits, respectively, while prediction is done
for 10 future indices. In the case of multiuser scenario, we ob-
served that CSILaBS with the proposed probabilistic feedback
method brings a gain of approximately 37% in comparison
to deterministic feedback, when K = 15 and N = 10 are
considered. Furthermore, the gain drops to almost half when
number of UEs are doubled, i.e., K = 30. In a nutshell,
we have learned that CSILaBS can retain ML gains without
implementing ML at UE. CSILaBS can also work without
using ML in the network, e.g., a simple Kalman filter can be
exploited when the underlying channel model is evolving in a
specific pattern.
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