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Uplink Coordinated Pilot Design for 1-bit Massive
MIMO in Correlated Channel
Hyeongtak Yun, Juntaek Han, Kaiming Shen, and Jeonghun Park

Abstract—In this paper, we propose a coordinated pilot de-
sign method to minimize the channel estimation mean squared
error (MSE) in 1-bit analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) massive
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO). Under the assumption
that the well-known Bussgang linear minimum mean square
error (BLMMSE) estimator is used for channel estimation, we
first observe that the resulting MSE leads to an intractable
optimization problem, as it involves the arcsin function and a
complex multiple matrix ratio form. To resolve this, we derive
the approximate MSE by assuming the low signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) regime, by which we develop an efficient coordinated
pilot design based on a fractional programming technique. The
proposed pilot design is distinguishable from the existing work
in that it is applicable in general system environments, including
correlated channel and multi-cell environments. We demonstrate
that the proposed method outperforms the channel estimation
accuracy performance compared to the conventional approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

In multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO)
systems, channel state information (CSI) acquisition is a
critical part to achieve high spectral efficiency performance, as
imperfect CSI incurs additional interference, which severely
limits the achievable spectral efficiency [1], [2]. In cellular
networks, CSI estimation performance is mainly determined
by two key factors: i) the channel estimation algorithm and
ii) the pilot sequence. If the channel vector is modeled as a
Gaussian distribution, it has been well studied that the optimal
mean squared error (MSE) performance is achievable by using
the linear minimum mean squared error (LMMSE) estimator
[3]. This paper focuses on the pilot sequence aspect.

Typically, if sufficient time and frequency resources are
available compared to the number of users, assigning mutually
orthogonal pilots to all the users is optimal in terms of
the MSE. However, when the pilots are reused in multi-
cell environments [4], i.e., pilot contamination occurs, it is
infeasible to ensure orthogonality between the pilot sequences.
This non-orthogonality leads to significant interference during
channel estimation, resulting in a notable increase in MSE.
In such cases, it becomes crucial to design pilot sequences
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in a coordinated manner taking into account both channel
estimation accuracy and mitigation of pilot interference. This
motivates several advanced pilot design methods. In particular,
it has been shown that coordinated pilot design across multiple
cells to minimize overall MSE is effective in mitigating
pilot contamination by minimizing the overall MSE [5]–[9].
Notably, in [7], a fractional programming (FP) based pilot
design technique via a matrix quadratic transform technique
[10] was devised for coordinated pilot sequence optimization.
A common consideration of the above mentioned prior work
is ideal hardware MIMO systems, such as an analog-to-digital
converter (ADC) with no quantization error.

Recently, massive MIMO with low resolution ADCs (par-
ticularly 1-bit ADCs) has gained significant attention thanks
to its energy and hardware efficiency [11]–[13]. When the
channel estimation is performed on the basis of 1-bit quantized
measurements, the nonlinear nature of quantization makes
the observations no longer follow a Gaussian distribution,
so as to render conventional LMMSE channel estimation far
from optimal. Addressing this, one promising approach is the
Bussgang LMMSE (BLMMSE) [14], [15]. The key idea of
the BLMMSE is to use the Bussgang decomposition, wherein
the output of the nonlinear function can be expressed as
the sum of linear terms and an uncorrelated distortion term,
enabling the derivation of LMMSE estimators for systems with
nonlinearities.

One essential aspect in BLMMSE for 1-bit ADC channel
estimation is that the MSE characterization is significantly
changed. To be specific, the analytical form of the MSE
achieved by BLMMSE is determined by the normalized auto-
correlation matrix of the output signal, which is characterized
by an element-wise arcsin function [14]. As a result, the exist-
ing pilot design approaches, which are based on ideal hardware
assumptions such as high-resolution ADCs, are not directly
applicable. To resolve this issue, [16] developed a pilot design
method that accounts for the non-linearity of 1-bit ADCs
and minimizes the MSE under a hypersphere constraint via a
steepest-descent approach. Despite this, it is only applicable to
limited environments, such as uncorrelated Rayleigh channel
and a single cell environment. By considering that the pilot
contamination problem becomes more pronounced in a multi-
cell environment and that realistic channel conditions are often
correlated due to sparse scattering [17], there exists a need for
a new pilot design approach that incorporates more generalized
system environments.

In this paper, we propose a novel pilot design method for
1-bit massive MIMO. To address the previous limitations, we
consider a multi-cell setup with correlated Rayleigh channels.
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In such a case, assuming that the BLMMSE algorithm [14],
[15] is used for the channel estimation, we observe that the
MSE form of the BLMMSE algorithm is hard to handle in the
pilot design optimization problem. To resolve this challenge,
we obtain the approximate MSE expression by assuming the
low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime, derived as the form
of a multiple matrix ratio. Upon this, we characterize the
matrix ratio as a quadratic form, by which we develop a
pilot design method based on a FP technique that minimizes
the sum of MSEs for all the uplink users. Numerical results
demonstrate that the proposed method provides substantial
channel estimation performance gains compared to baseline
cases in general multi-cell cellular scenarios with correlated
channels.

II. SYSTEM MODELS

A. Signal Model

We consider an uplink 1-bit massive MIMO system consist-
ing of 𝐿 cells. Each cell ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 𝐿} includes a base station
(BS) equipped with 𝑀 antennas. Each antenna is paired with
two 1-bit ADCs to separately process the real and imaginary
parts of the received signal [14]. Each cell includes 𝐾 users,
each equipped with a single antenna. The full coherence
bandwidth is reused across all users. The channel for user
𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝐾} in cell 𝑖 to cell ℓ, denoted as hℓ𝑖𝑘 ∈ C𝑀 , is
expressed as

hℓ𝑖𝑘 =
√︁
𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘gℓ𝑖𝑘 , (1)

where gℓ𝑖𝑘 ∼ CN(0,Rℓ𝑖𝑘) describes the small-scale fading,
𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘 is the large-scale fading coefficient, and Rℓ𝑖𝑘 ∈ C𝑀×𝑀

represents the covariance matrix. Rℓ𝑖𝑘 ≠ I implies that each
channel is inherently correlated with respect to the receiving
antennas.

During the training phase, all 𝐾 users simultaneously trans-
mit their corresponding pilot sequences, each consisting of
𝜏 symbols, to the BS. Focusing on cell ℓ without loss of
generality, the received pilot signal at the BS is

Yℓ =
𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

√︁
𝛽ℓℓ𝑘gℓℓ𝑘𝜙⊤ℓ𝑘 +

∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

𝐾∑︁
𝑘=1

√︁
𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘gℓ𝑖𝑘𝜙⊤𝑖𝑘︸                     ︷︷                     ︸

pilot interference

+Zℓ (2)

= Hℓℓ𝚽
⊤
ℓ +

∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

Hℓ𝑖𝚽
⊤
𝑖 + Zℓ , (3)

where 𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∈ C𝜏 represents the pilot sequence vector of user
𝑘 , H⊤

ℓℓ
= [

√
𝛽ℓℓ1g⊤

ℓℓ1, . . . ,
√
𝛽ℓℓ𝐾g⊤

ℓℓ𝐾
] denotes the channel

matrix, and 𝚽⊤
ℓ
= [𝜙⊤

ℓ1, . . . , 𝜙
⊤
ℓ𝐾

] is the corresponding pilot
matrix. Zℓ ∼ CN(0, 𝜎2I𝜏𝑀 ) represents the additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) matrix. The pilot sequence 𝜙ℓ𝑘 is
designed under the following constraints:

𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∈ C𝜏 , ∥𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∥2
2 ≤ 𝜏𝑃, ∀ℓ,∀𝑘. (4)

where 𝑃 is the power constraint.

Next, vectorizing (3), the received signal (3) is re-expressed
as

yℓ = �̄�ℓ h̄ℓℓ +
∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

�̄�𝑖h̄ℓ𝑖 + zℓ , (5)

where yℓ = vec(Yℓ), �̄�ℓ = 𝚽ℓ ⊗ I𝑀 , h̄ℓ𝑖 = vec(Hℓ𝑖), and zℓ =
vec(Zℓ). After passing through the 1-bit ADCs, the quantized
received signal bℓ is given by

bℓ = Q(yℓ) = Q

(
�̄�ℓ h̄ℓℓ +

∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

�̄�𝑖h̄ℓ𝑖 + zℓ

)
. (6)

The 1-bit quantization operation in Q(·) is defined as Q(·) =
1√
2
(sign (ℜ(·)) + 𝑗 sign (ℑ(·))). As a result, output bℓ is

drawn from the set bℓ ∈ 1√
2
{1 + 𝑗 , 1 − 𝑗 ,−1 + 𝑗 ,−1 − 𝑗}.

B. Bussgang-Aided Channel Estimation

The signal received through 1-bit ADCs is subject to a non-
linear operation (specifically sign(·) operation (6)). This non-
linearity complicates the subsequent analysis of estimation
performance. To address these challenges, we exploit the fact
that the received signal yℓ follows a Gaussian distribution [14].
By applying the Bussgang decomposition [14], [15], the non-
linear operation is transformed into a statistically equivalent
linear model. To be specific, bℓ in (6) can be characterized as

bℓ = Aℓyℓ + eℓ , (7)

where Aℓ ∈ C𝜏𝑀×𝜏𝑀 represents the linear operation matrix
based on the LMMSE estimation, and eℓ ∈ C𝜏𝑀 denotes the
quantization noise, which is uncorrelated with both yℓ and
gℓ according to the Bussgang theorem. The autocorrelation
matrix of yℓ is obtained as

Ryℓ = E[yℓyH
ℓ ] = �̄�ℓRhℓℓ

�̄�H
ℓ +

∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

�̄�𝑖Rhℓ𝑖
�̄�H
𝑖 + 𝜎2I𝜏𝑀 , (8)

where Rhℓ𝑖
= diag{Rℓ𝑖1,Rℓ𝑖2, · · · ,Rℓ𝑖𝐾 } is the autocorrela-

tion matrix of the channel coefficients for all the users to cell
ℓ. The cross-correlation matrix between yℓ and bℓ is given by

Ryℓbℓ
= E[yℓbH

ℓ ] =
√︂

2
𝜋

Ryℓ𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ , (9)

where 𝚺yℓ is the diagonal matrix of Ryℓ . The linear operation
matrix Aℓ can be written as

Aℓ = Ryℓbℓ
R−1

yℓ =

√︂
2
𝜋

Ryℓ𝚺
−1/2
yℓ R−1

yℓ . (10)

By substituting (10) into (7),

bℓ =
√︂

2
𝜋
𝚺−1/2

yℓ

(
�̄�ℓ h̄ℓℓ +

∑︁
𝑖≠ℓ

�̄�𝑖h̄ℓ𝑖 + zℓ

)
+ z̄ℓ , (11)

where z̄ℓ =
√︃

2
𝜋
𝚺−1/2

yℓ zℓ + eℓ is the effective noise and is also
uncorrelated with both h̄ℓ𝑖 and h̄ℓℓ .

We adopt the BLMMSE estimator [14] to estimate the chan-
nel from bℓ . BLMMSE is known as a computationally efficient
solution for channel estimation under the Bussgang linearized
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system model, while also ensuring robust performance [14],
[15]. BLMMSE computes

ĥℓℓ𝑘 = Rbℓhℓℓ𝑘
R−1

bℓ
bℓ , (12)

where

Rbℓhℓℓ𝑘
=

√︂
2
𝜋
𝛽ℓℓ𝑘Rℓℓ𝑘

(
𝜙H
ℓ𝑘 ⊗ I𝑀

)
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ . (13)

The correlation matrix of the quantized signal bℓ , denoted as
Rbℓ

, is obtained by applying the arcsine law as follows:

Rbℓ
=

2
𝜋

[
arcsin

(
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ ℜ(Ryℓ )𝚺

− 1
2

yℓ

)
+ 𝑗 arcsin

(
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ ℑ(Ryℓ )𝚺

− 1
2

yℓ

) ]
. (14)

Accordingly, the sum of MSEs for all the uplink users is
characterized as

MSEΣ =
∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

𝛽ℓℓ𝑘 tr (Rℓℓ𝑘) −
∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
Rbℓhℓℓ𝑘

R−1
bℓ

RH
bℓhℓℓ𝑘

)
.

(15)

C. Pilot Design Problem Formulation
We aim to minimize MSEΣ in (15) by coordinately design-

ing the pilot sequence 𝜙ℓ𝑘 , ∀ℓ, 𝑘 . We observe from (15) that
Rbℓhℓℓ𝑘

and Rbℓ
are functions related to {𝜙} = {𝜙11, · · · , 𝜙ℓ𝑘}.

Therefore, the pilot design problem is formulated to

maximize
{𝜙}

∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
Rbℓhℓℓ𝑘

R−1
bℓ

RH
bℓhℓ𝑘

)
(16a)

subject to ∥𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∥2
2 ≤ 𝜏𝑃, ∀(ℓ, 𝑘). (16b)

However, this optimization problem is non-convex and in an
intractable form, due to i) the presence of the element-wise
arcsine function in Rbℓ

and ii) the multiple matrix ratio form.
To address these, we reformulate (16a) into a more tractable
form in the next section.

III. PROBLEM REFORMULATION

A. Low SNR Approximation
By considering that the performance degradation caused

by 1-bit ADCs is alleviated in the low SNR regime (with
only a 1.96 dB loss as SNR approaches 0 [13]), it is suitable
to operate the 1-bit massive MIMO system in the low SNR
regime. Motivated by this, we derive an approximate MSE
expression under the assumption of the low SNR regime. Later,
we demonstrate that, despite the low SNR approximation, our
pilot design method performs effectively even in the high SNR
regime. By applying the first-order Taylor approximation of
the arcsine function near 0, we have arcsin(𝑥) ≈ 𝑥. Upon this,
we approximate Rbℓ

as

Rbℓ
≈ 2
𝜋

arcsin
(
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ Ryℓ𝚺

− 1
2

yℓ

)
(17)

=

{
2
𝜋
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ Ryℓ𝚺

− 1
2

yℓ , if 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ,

1, otherwise.
(18)

=
2
𝜋
𝚺
− 1

2
yℓ Ryℓ𝚺

− 1
2

yℓ +
(
1 − 2

𝜋

)
I𝜏𝑀 (19)

By using the approximation result of Rbℓ
, we substitute it into

(16a), allowing us to reformulate the optimization problem as

maximize
{𝜙}

∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
Aℓ𝑘B−1

ℓ AH
ℓ𝑘

)
(20a)

subject to ∥𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∥2
2 ≤ 𝜏𝑃, ∀(ℓ, 𝑘), (20b)

where Aℓ𝑘 ∈ C𝑀×𝜏𝑀 and Bℓ ∈ C𝜏𝑀×𝜏𝑀 are given by

Aℓ𝑘 = 𝛽ℓℓ𝑘Rℓℓ𝑘
(
𝜙H
ℓ𝑘 ⊗ I𝑀

)
, Bℓ = Ryℓ +

( 𝜋
2
− 1

)
𝚺yℓ . (21)

Subsequently, we transform (20a), so as to make the multiple-
ratio optimization problem tractable.

B. Matrix Quadratic Transform

The objective function in (20) is expressed in a multiple-
ratio fractional form, making it intractable. To address this,
we exploit the quadratic transform technique, which has been
recently introduced in the matrix FP framework [7], [18].
This enables us to equivalently reformulate the problem by
simultaneously decoupling the numerators and denominators
of the multiple ratios. Applying this, (20) is equivalently
transformed to

maximize
{𝜙},{𝚲}

∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
2ℜ{Aℓ𝑘𝚲ℓ𝑘} − 𝚲H

ℓ𝑘Bℓ𝚲ℓ𝑘
)

(22a)

subject to ∥𝜙ℓ𝑘 ∥2
2 ≤ 𝜏𝑃, (22b)

𝚲ℓ𝑘 ∈ C𝜏𝑀×𝑀 , ∀(ℓ, 𝑘), (22c)

where 𝚲ℓ𝑘 is defined as an auxiliary variable for Aℓ𝑘B−1AH
ℓ𝑘

.
The equivalence between (20a) and (22a) is discussed in detail
in [18]. Also, it can be established by substituting the optimal
{𝚲} = {𝚲11, · · · ,𝚲ℓ𝑘} while fixing {𝜙}.

IV. PILOT DESIGN

As shown in [18], optimizing {𝜙} and {𝚲} in an alter-
nating fashion ensures that the objective function remains
non-decreasing. Further, provided that the original objective
function is differentiable, it was also demonstrated that the
alternating optimization approach converges to a stationary
solution point. Motivated by this, we solve (22a) by employing
the alternating optimization approach.

When {𝜙} is fixed, the optimal {𝚲} is obtained by differ-
entiating the objective function with respect to 𝚲ℓ𝑘 , resulting
in 𝚲∗

ℓ𝑘
= B−1

ℓ
Aℓ𝑘 . Thereafter, we update {𝜙} while keeping

{𝚲} fixed. Before this, we rewrite the objective function to
allow the optimal value of {𝜙} to be derived in closed form.
Specifically, the first terms of the objective function in (22) is
expressed as∑︁

(ℓ,𝑘 )
tr (2ℜ{Aℓ𝑘𝚲ℓ𝑘}) =

∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

2ℜ
{
𝜙H
ℓ𝑘vℓ𝑘

}
, (23)

where the (𝑝, 𝑞)th entry of vℓ𝑘 ∈ C𝜏 is expressed as

vℓ𝑘 [𝑝, 𝑞]

= 𝛽ℓℓ𝑘

𝑀∑︁
𝑚=1

Rℓℓ𝑘 [𝑚, :]𝚲ℓ𝑘 [(𝑝 − 1)𝑀 + 1 : 𝑖𝑀, 𝑚 + (𝑞 − 1)𝑀] .

(24)
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Next, the second terms of the objective function in (22) is also
expressed as∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
𝚲H
ℓ𝑘Bℓ𝚲ℓ𝑘

)
(25)

=
∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr ©«
∑︁
(𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝛽ℓ𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜙𝑖 𝑗𝜙

H
𝑖 𝑗 ⊗ Rℓ𝑖 𝑗

)
�̃�ℓ𝑘

ª®¬
+

( 𝜋
2
− 1

) ∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

tr
(
𝚺yℓ �̃�ℓ𝑘

)
+ const (26)

=
∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

𝜙H
ℓ𝑘

©«
∑︁
(𝑖, 𝑗 )

S𝑖ℓ𝑘 𝑗
ª®¬ 𝜙ℓ𝑘 +

( 𝜋
2
− 1

) ∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

𝜙H
ℓ𝑘

©«
∑︁
(𝑖, 𝑗 )

T𝑖ℓ𝑘 𝑗
ª®¬ 𝜙ℓ𝑘

+ const (27)

=
∑︁
(ℓ,𝑘 )

𝜙H
ℓ𝑘Mℓ𝑘𝜙ℓ𝑘 + const. (28)

Here, we have

�̃�ℓ𝑘 = 𝚲ℓ𝑘𝚲
H
ℓ𝑘 , (29)

Sℓ𝑖 𝑗𝑘 [𝑝, 𝑞]

= 𝛽ℓ𝑖 𝑗

𝑀∑︁
𝑚=1

Rℓ𝑖 𝑗 [𝑚, :]�̃�ℓ𝑘 [(𝑝 − 1)𝑀 + 1 : 𝑝𝑀, 𝑚 + (𝑞 − 1)𝑀],

(30)
Tℓ𝑖 𝑗𝑘 [𝑝, 𝑞]

=


𝛽ℓ𝑖 𝑗

∑𝑀
𝑚=1 Rℓ𝑖 𝑗 [𝑚, 𝑚]
×�̃�ℓ𝑘 [𝑚 + (𝑝 − 1)𝑀,𝑚 + (𝑞 − 1)𝑀], if 𝑝 = 𝑞,

0, otherwise,
(31)

Mℓ𝑘 =
∑︁
(𝑖, 𝑗 )

(
Sℓ𝑖 𝑗𝑘 +

( 𝜋
2
− 1

)
Tℓ𝑖 𝑗𝑘

)
. (32)

Finally, we note that const = 𝜎2 ∑
(ℓ,𝑘 ) ) tr

(
�̃�ℓ𝑘

)
does not

depend on {𝜙}. Leveraging the derived form, we obtain the
optimal pilot 𝜙∗

ℓ𝑘
as 𝜙∗

ℓ𝑘
= (Mℓ𝑘 + 𝜂ℓ𝑘I𝜏𝑀 )−1 vℓ𝑘 . Here, the

Lagrangian multiplier 𝜂ℓ𝑘 is adjusted by using the bisection
search method to ensure that 𝜙∗

ℓ𝑘
does not exceed the power

constraint (22b). By iterating the optimization process until
the MSE converges, we find the local optimum 𝜙∗

ℓ𝑘
.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we numerically demonstrate the proposed
pilot design method. For the simulation, we consider 7 hexag-
onal cells, where each BS is located at the center of the cell
and separated by 0.5 km from adjacent BSs. We assume that 4
users are uniformly distributed in each cell. The transmission
power of each user 𝑃 is set to 23 dBm, while the noise power
spectral density and bandwidth are set to −169 dBm/Hz and
20 MHz, respectively. For large-scale fading, the 3GPP model
[19] was adopted, and the large-scale attenuation coefficient
𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘 (dB) is modeled as

𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘 = 128.1 + 37.6 log10 (𝑑ℓ𝑖𝑘) + 𝜓ℓ𝑖𝑘 . (33)

Here, 𝑑ℓ𝑖𝑘 (km) represents the distance between the BS and
the corresponding user, and 𝜓ℓ𝑖𝑘 represents shadow fading

and follows a log-normal distribution parameters N(0, 64). In
addition, the correlated channel is modeled using an exponen-
tial model [20], where the channel covariance matrix Rℓ𝑖𝑘 is
expressed as

Rℓ𝑖𝑘 [𝑚, 𝑛] =
{
𝜔𝑚−𝑛
ℓ𝑖𝑘

, if 𝑚 ≥ 𝑛;
RH
ℓ𝑖 𝑗

[𝑚, 𝑛], otherwise,
(34)

where 𝜔 = 𝜈𝑒 𝑗 𝜃 , 𝜈 = 0.5, and 𝜃 follows an i.i.d uniform
distribution 𝑈 [0, 2𝜋). The channel estimation performance
was evaluated based on the normalized MSE, defined as

NMSE =

∑
ℓ

∑
𝑘 ∥hℓℓ𝑘 − ĥℓℓ𝑘 ∥2

2∑
ℓ

∑
𝑘 ∥hℓℓ𝑘 ∥2

2
. (35)

For the baseline methods, we consider the followings. i) the
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) pilots, ii) the random pilots,
iii) the FP based pilots [7], and iv) the NMSE lower bound
[16]. To be specific, in the DFT pilots, we assign the pilot
sequence to each user by normalizing 𝜏 column vectors of a
DFT matrix, which are reused in each cell. In the FP based
pilots [7], we directly apply the conventional FP algorithm to
1-bit ADC systems without any modifications. In the NMSE
lower bound [16], we note that this bound was derived under
the particular assumptions that i) a single-cell environment,
ii) uncorrelated Rayleigh channel, and iii) max-min power
control, while our proposed method is applicable in general
multi-cell environments. For the channel estimation, we adopt
the BLMMSE estimator [14]. For clarity, we refer to our
proposed method as the Bussgang-aided FP (BFP) method.

In Fig. 1, we illustrate the NMSE vs. the transmit power.
Since the NMSE lower bound [16] was derived under a
single-cell scenario with max-min power control, to evaluate
this in our environment, we adapt our setup to be fitted to
[16]. Specifically, focusing on a certain cell, we forcefully
fix 𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘 values to the same constant and assume the un-
correlated Rayleigh fading, i.e., Rℓ𝑖𝑘 = I. Additionally, we
treat interference coming from the other cells as additive
Gaussian noise, which not only simplifies the analysis but
also effectively extends the existing NMSE lower bound to the
multi-cell scenario. As observed in Fig. 1, the proposed BFP
method outperforms other methods as well as the NMSE lower
bound across all transmit power levels in terms of NMSE.
Since this lower bound was obtained under the single-cell and
uncorrelated case, the pilot contamination in a multi-cell and
the impact on channel correlation was not incorporated. On
the contrary to that, our BFP method is able to alleviate the
inter-cell interference and adaptively capture the correlation
across channels. Although the FP method also considers these
aspects, it lacks the capability to account for the autocorrela-
tion in the modified MSE caused by 1-bit ADCs. Therefore,
our method achieves superior performance as it is designed to
be well-suited for this environment.

It is worth noting that the MSE of the FP pilot degrades in
the high transmit power region. In the high SNR regime, the
impact of quantization noise becomes more significant than
that of AWGN. However, since the FP pilot was designed
without accounting for its effect on the MSE, it results in
performance degradation in this regime.
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Fig. 1. NMSE vs. transmit power

For more comprehensive performance evaluation, we also
plot the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the NMSE
in Fig. 2. In this case, we conduct a system-level simulation,
wherein we use general 𝛽ℓ𝑖𝑘 following [19]. In this case, the
NMSE lower bound is not plotted as it is incompatible with
the considered setup. Fig. 2 also shows that the proposed
BFP method achieves the best NMSE over the other baseline
methods. In the low NMSE region, where quantization dis-
tortion dominates, the performance gap between BFP and FP
increases. On the other hand, in the high NMSE region, where
inter-cell interference becomes dominant, the gap between
BFP and DFT increases. These results align with Fig. 1.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel pilot design for 1-bit mas-
sive MIMO systems by assuming correlated Rayleigh channels
and multi-cell environments. This addresses the limitations of
existing approach confined to ideal (uncorrelated Rayleigh and
single-cell) setups. Our key idea is to approximate the MSE
obtained from BLMMSE to formulate a tractable optimization
problem and solve it using the FP algorithm. Numerical results
demonstrated superior NMSE performance over the existing
baseline methods. Future research could focus on extending
our framework to various system environments, such as a few-
bit ADCs, frequency division duplex, and integrated sensing
and communication.
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