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Abstract—Millimeter wave (mmWave) cell-free MIMO
achieves an extremely high rate while its beam alignment (BA)
suffers from excessive overhead due to a large number of
transceivers. Recently, user location and probing measurements
are utilized for BA based on machine learning (ML) models, e.g.,
deep neural network (DNN). However, most of these ML models
are centralized with high communication and computational
overhead and give no specific consideration to practical issues,
e.g., limited training data and real-time model updates. In
this paper, we study the probing beam-based BA for mmWave
cell-free MIMO downlink with the help of broad learning (BL).
For channels without and with uplink-downlink reciprocity,
we propose the user-side and base station (BS)-side BL-aided
incremental collaborative BA approaches. Via transforming the
centralized BL into a distributed learning with data and feature
splitting respectively, the user-side and BS-side schemes realize
implicit sharing of multiple user data and multiple BS features.
Simulations confirm that the user-side scheme is applicable
to fast time-varying and/or non-stationary channels, while the
BS-side scheme is suitable for systems with low-bandwidth
fronthaul links and a central unit with limited computing power.
The advantages of proposed schemes are also demonstrated
compared to traditional and DNN-aided BA schemes.

Index Terms—Cell-free, beam alignment, probing beam, broad
learning, distributed learning

I. INTRODUCTION

BY exploiting the large bandwidth in the millimeter wave
(mmWave) band 30− 300 GHz [1], mmWave communi-

cations can achieve multiple Gbps data rates. To compensate
for the large attenuation and blockage effect of the mmWave
signal propagation, massive multi-input-multi-output (MIMO)
[2] and cell-free networks [3] are successively introduced to
provide high beamforming (BF) gain and macro-diversity [4].
Researchers have studied several key enabling technologies,
e.g., channel estimation [5], hybrid analog-digital BF [6], [7],
power control [4], pilot allocation [8] and user association [9],
for mmWave cell-free MIMO systems.
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Transceivers in mmWave communications, such as base
stations (BSs) and user equipments (UEs), usually utilize
codebooks consisting of indexed analog beams. The pro-
cess of searching and maintaining near-optimal analog BF
weights is commonly known as beam alignment (BA) [10].
The typical BA framework involves beam sweeping, mea-
surements, and reporting [11]. When using exhaustive beam
sweeping, transceivers are required to search through all
possible combinations of beam pairs. Compared to exhaustive
beam sweeping, hierarchical beam sweeping can reduce the
overhead and latency, where beams with decreasing width
are iteratively trained to identify the optimal narrow beam
[12]. However, this process is susceptible to signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) during beam sweeping and imperfect wide-beam
patterns. And for multiple stream transmissions, this process
needs to be repeated several times. Therefore, its advantage
of lower training overhead diminishes for mmWave cell-free
MIMO with a large number of BS-UE pairs.

Recently, with the help of machine learning (ML) models,
user location [13], [14] and sounding/probing beam measure-
ments [15], [16], are leveraged to predict the optimal beam or
several strongest beams simultaneously for accelerating the BA
procedure. The spatial distribution of channel power depends
not only on the user location but also on the environment
geometry, e.g., the position of obstacles, etc., location-based
solutions are therefore mainly suitable for a line-of-sight
(LOS) environment. In addition, sensors such as GPS or radar
are required, and the location information is inaccurate in
indoor environments.

Compared to the user location, sounding/probing beam
measurements with quasi-omni beam pattern [15] or multi-
peak beam pattern [16], provide a multi-path signature of
the surrounding propagation environment, enabling subsequent
ML-based beam prediction to support the BA in both LOS
and Non-LOS (NLOS) scenarios. Specifically, for mmWave
cell-free MIMO downlink with multiple BSs coordinated by
the central unit (CU), the uplink training is initially employed
to reduce the pilot overhead by leveraging the uplink-and-
downlink channel reciprocity. Subsequently, the CU aggre-
gates the receiving signals from multiple BSs using quasi-
omni beams and predicts the optimal beams for downlink
transmission [15]. In low SNR scenarios, the performance of
quasi-omni beam-based learning degrades, similar to hierar-
chical beam sweeping. For point-to-point mmWave massive
MIMO downlink, the pattern of multiple probing beams and
the ML-based optimal-beam predictor are jointly optimized in
an end-to-end manner [16].
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Most ML-aided BA approaches mentioned above rely on
centralized learning. This places high demands on the perfor-
mance of the ML engine, requiring powerful hardware support,
high computational power, and storage capacity. And the
communication overhead significantly increases as the number
of nodes and/or local data samples grows larger. In distributed
learning, different nodes can collaboratively train the ML
model without direct local raw-data sharing, thus reducing the
communication overhead and relieving the computational and
storage pressure on individual nodes [17].

A fully distributed uplink BF scheme based on deep rein-
forcement learning (DRL) was proposed in [18] where the CU
collects learning experiences from multiple BSs to realize local
BF designs. In [19], fully and partially distributed unsuper-
vised deep neural network (DNN) architectures were proposed
for cell-free MIMO systems, which perform coordinated BF
with zero and limited fronthaul link overhead, respectively.
Researchers introduced a federated learning (FL) framework
in [20] to train a convolutional neural network (CNN) for
hybrid BF, where the model training takes place at the BS
by collecting gradients solely from multiple users. In the
distributed BA method for LIDAR-assisted mmWave systems
[21], connected vehicles collaboratively train a shared DNN
based on local LIDAR data under the FL framework.

In mmWave cell-free MIMO systems with fast time-varying
or even non-stationary channels, the ML model for BA should
be adjusted frequently, which leads to a small valid train-
ing dataset. Additionally, the computational overhead due to
frequent model updates cannot be neglected. Broad learn-
ing (BL), based on a flat-form neural network, has shown
its efficiency and effectiveness in addressing regression and
classification problems [22], [23]. In comparison to DNN, BL
requires less training time while achieving comparable or even
better performance for problems that have moderate learning
difficulty and insufficient training data. Furthermore, the struc-
tural feature of the BL model enables incremental updating
to handle the periodic arrival of online data, showcasing its
applicability to time-varying scenarios. Recent studies [24] and
[25] have employed the BL model for mmWave hybrid BF,
utilizing semi-supervised learning and few-shot learning for
online implementation, despite the high cost of BF labeling
and the non-stationary nature of scenarios involving the birth-
death process of scattering paths.

This paper focuses on studying the design of probing beam-
based BL-aided BA for mmWave cell-free MIMO downlink
systems. For scenarios without uplink-downlink channel reci-
procity, e.g., frequency-division duplexing (FDD) systems, we
propose a user-side BL-aided incremental collaborative BA
approach, which enables effective distributed implementation
of training data sharing. During the offline phase, each user
collects downlink measurements of both probing beams and
transmission narrow beams. Each user can utilize their own
collection of multiple BS probing beam measurements to
perform beam prediction. However, the local training data
of the user may be insufficient to handle fast time-varying
channels. We propose a collaborative training approach by
formulating the training problem of multiple users’ local BL
models as a distributed optimization problem with consistency

constraints. Additionally, we propose an incremental update of
the BL model in the collaborative training mode to reduce the
complexity of the model update. During the online phase, each
user utilizes the updated local BL model for beam prediction
based solely on the local measurements of multiple BS probing
beams.

For scenarios with uplink-downlink channel reciprocity,
e.g., time-division duplexing (TDD) systems, we propose a
BS-side BL-aided incremental collaborative BA approach,
which enables an efficient implicit sharing of multiple BS
features. During the offline phase, each BS collects uplink
measurements of both probing beams and transmission narrow
beams. The optimal BL model is implemented centrally at the
CU, which aggregates the beam measurements from multiple
BSs. To reduce the overhead of fronthaul links and the
computational complexity of the CU, we solve the training
of the BL model in a distributed fashion using the vertical
FL framework [26], where each BS only handles the local
probing beam measurement by feature splitting. Furthermore,
we design a sparsification method based on maximum values
to further reduce the communication overhead by leveraging
the sparsity of parameters during the training process. During
the online phase, each BS initially performs beam prediction
based on its updated local BL model and the probing beam
measurement. Subsequently, the CU receives and combines
these intermediate results from multiple BSs to generate the
final beam prediction.

In summary, our proposed user-side and BS-side incremen-
tal collaborative BL-aided BA approaches fully utilize the
distributed BL’s ability to explore the relationship between
multiple BS probing beam measurements and transmission
narrow beam responses. The user-side approach is primarily
targeted towards mmWave cell-free MIMO downlink systems
lacking uplink-downlink channel reciprocity and having a low-
to-medium valid dataset size due to fast time-varying and/or
non-stationary channels. The BS-side approach, on the other
hand, is mainly designed for mmWave cell-free MIMO down-
link systems that possess uplink-downlink channel reciprocity,
fronthaul links with low-to-medium bandwidth, and CU with
inadequate computing power. Simulation results illustrate the
advantages of our proposed approaches in comparison to
traditional BA schemes and DNN-aided BA schemes for the
aforementioned scenarios.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the
system model and problem formulation. Sections III and IV
elaborate on the proposed user-side and BS-side incremental
collaborative BL-aided BA approaches, respectively. Section
V presents simulation results and related discussions. Finally,
Section VI concludes the paper.

In this paper, bold upper case letters and bold lower case
letters denote matrices and vectors, respectively. The conjugate
transpose and transpose of A are denoted by AH and AT.
⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. blkdiag{·} is the operator
for block diagonal matrix. ∥ · ∥F denotes the Frobenius norm.
CN (µ,Σ) denotes the circularly symmetric complex Gaus-
sian distribution with mean µ and covariance Σ. ∠ takes the
phase of a complex number. 0M×N denotes a matrix with all
zero elements. 1N×1 and IN denote the N -dimensional all-
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ones vector and identity matrix, respectively. a = O (b) means
that a and b have the same scaling.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a mmWave cell-free MIMO downlink system,
where B BSs each with M antennas cooperatively serve U
single-antenna users via orthogonal frequency division multi-
ple access (OFDMA). The system bandwidth is Bw Hz and
the subcarrier number is K. Denote the sets of BSs, users
and subcarriers as B = {1, . . . , B}, U = {1, . . . , U} and
K = {1, . . . ,K}, respectively. The subset of subcarriers for
user u ∈ U is Ku = {ku,1, . . . , ku,Ku

} with Ku = |Ku|. For
practical consideration, each BS uses U RF chains and hybrid
BF for downlink transmission.

A. Channel Model

The downlink channel in the antenna-subcarrier domain
from BS b ∈ B to user u ∈ U is

hb,u,k =

L∑
l=1

αb,u,le
−j2πfkτb,u,la (θb,u,l, ϕb,u,l) , (1)

where L denotes the number of distinguishable propagation
paths. αb,u,l, τb,u,l, θb,u,l and ϕb,u,l are the complex gain,
propagation delay, azimuth and elevation angle of path l.
fk denotes the central frequency of subcarrier k ∈ Ku.
For the uniform planar array (UPA) with H and W
antennas in vertical and horizontal directions (M = WH),
the array steering vector satisfies a (θb,u,l, ϕb,u,l) =
az (ϕb,u,l) ⊗ ay (θb,u,l, ϕb,u,l) , where az (ϕb,u,l) =[
1, ej

2π
λ d cos(ϕb,u,l), · · · , ej 2π

λ d(H−1) cos(ϕb,u,l)
]T

∈ CH×1

and ay (θb,u,l, ϕb,u,l) =
[
1, ej

2π
λ d sin(θb,u,l) sin(ϕb,u,l), · · · ,

ej
2π
λ d(W−1) sin(θb,u,l) sin(ϕb,u,l)

]T
∈ CW×1 with λ and d being

the downlink wavelength and antenna spacing, respectively.

B. Transmission Model

We adopt hybrid BF for downlink transmission, where
analog beams are chosen from a standard Discrete Fourier
Transformation (DFT) codebook F = [f1, ..., fM ] ∈ CM×M

that satisfies FHF = FFH = IM . Given fRF
b,u = fib,u as the

analog beam of BS b for user u with ib,u being the codeword
index, the analog BF matrix can be represented as FRF

u =
blkdiag

{
fRF
1,u, · · ·, fRF

B,u

}
. Next, the baseband BF is designed

based on the maximum-ratio-transmission (MRT) principle.
Specifically, for user u at subcarrier k, the baseband BF is

fCU
u,k =

(hH
u,kF

RF
u )

H

∥hH
u,kF

RF
u ∥F

with hu,k =
[
hT
1,u,k,h

T
2,u,k, · · ·,hT

B,u,k

]T
.

Then the received signal of user u at subcarrier k ∈ Ku is
yu,k = hH

u,kF
RF
u fCU

u,ksu,k + nu,k

=

√∑B

b=1

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kf

RF
b,u

∣∣∣2su,k + nu,k,
(2)

where su,k ∼ CN (0, Pu,k) and nu,k ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

)
are the

transmitted symbol and the receiver noise, respectively. Given∥∥∥FRF
u fCU

u,k

∥∥∥
F
= 1 and the total transmitting power P , we have

Pu,k = P
UKu

for average power allocation over users and
subcarriers. And the receiving SNR at subcarrier k of user u

is ρu,k =
Pu,k

∑B
b=1|hH

b,u,kf
RF
b,u|2

σ2 . The corresponding downlink
achievable rate (bit/s) provided from subcarrier k for user u
is Ru,k = Bw

K log2 (1 + ρu,k) .

Note that the BS side should acquire the downlink channel
state information (CSI) first for subsequent hybrid BF. For
mmWave cell-free MIMO systems, this is generally based on
beam training. However, training all beams with indices ib,u ∈
M = {1, 2, ...,M} for all BSs b ∈ B and all users u ∈ U is
very time consuming. Define the channel tracking period as T ,
i.e., the system needs to re-conduct beam training every T to
update the hybrid BF. During the first Tr time of each period,
the BS side performs beam training and the remaining time is
used for data transmission. Therefore, the effective downlink
rate of user u can be represented as

Reff
u =

(
1− Tr

T

)
Bw

K

∑
k∈Ku

log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

B∑
b=1

∣∣hH
b,u,kf

RF
b,u

∣∣2) .

(3)
We can formulate the problem of beam selection as
maxib,u∈M,b∈B,u∈U Reff =

∑U
u=1 R

eff
u . Since user interference

is negligible under OFDMA, the above problem is converted
to maxib,u∈M,b∈B R

eff
u , for u ∈ U. However, the solution space

is the cascaded codebook space of B BSs with the space
size of MB , which is generally overwhelming for practical
systems. Therefore, we use the following conversion, i.e.,

maxib,u∈M
(
1− Tr

T

)∑
k∈Ku

log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kf

RF
b,u

∣∣∣2) ,

for b ∈ B and u ∈ U, to achieve a sub-
optimal solution with low complexity. Here,

cb,u =
∑

k∈Ku
log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kf

RF
b,u

∣∣∣2) is the narrow-

beam equivalent rate.

For the converted problem, if the complete beam-domain
CSI amplitude, i.e.,

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kf

RF
b,u

∣∣∣ , ib,u ∈ M, is available, we
can maximize the equivalent rate of all narrow beams cb,u’s.
However, given the time for training one beam as Tb, this
requires Tr = BMTb for orthogonal downlink training and at
least Tr = MTb for orthogonal uplink training. For systems
with uplink-downlink reciprocity, e.g., TDD systems, less time
overhead is required for uplink training. However, downlink
training should be conducted if this reciprocity does not exist,
e.g., for FDD systems. For typical mmWave cell-free MIMO
downlink systems with either downlink or uplink training, the
time overhead Tr is non-negligible due to M ≥ 1, which may
result in a low effective rate, especially for scenarios with
small T , e.g., fast time-varying channels.

Previous studies have demonstrated that the use of a small
number of probing beams, e.g., with quasi-omni [15] or
multi-peak beam pattern [16], helps the receivers to per-
ceive information about the environmental characteristics. And
the probing beam responses of multiple BSs can provide
an implicit representation of user’s location [15]. Since the
user’s location directly affects the beam-domain CSI which
determines the BA result, it can be inferred that there exists a
mapping relationship between the probing beam responses of
multiple BSs and the optimal BA.
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III. USER-SIDE INCREMENTAL COLLABORATIVE
BL-AIDED BA DESIGN

In this section, we present a BL-based incremental collab-
orative downlink BA approach for mmWave cell-free MIMO
downlink without uplink-downlink channel reciprocity, where
each user gathers the measurements of both probing beams and
narrow beams during the offline phase to train their respective
local BL models. These models are then utilized in the online
phase to predict the optimal narrow beam based on the probing
beam responses. Fig. 1 illustrates the execution flow of the
proposed approach. To leverage the local data from multiple
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Fig. 1. Execution flow of the BL-based beam prediction at the user side.

users concurrently and enhance the prediction accuracy, we
formulate a distributed optimization problem and introduce
a collaborative model training approach with low commu-
nication overhead by drawing lessons from the alternating
direction method of multipliers (ADMM) method [27]. Finally,
by capitalizing on the incremental update capability of the
BL model, we put forward an incremental collaborative model
training approach for fast time-varying scenarios.

A. Downlink Beam Training

Define gi
b, i = −NW + 1, ..., 0 and gi

b = fi , i ∈ M as
the NW ≥ 1 probing beams and the i-th narrow beam of
BS b ∈ B, respectively. The received pilot of user u ∈ U
on subcarrier k ∈ Ku for the i ∈ {−NW + 1, ...,M}-th
beam can be represented as yib,u,k = hH

b,u,kg
i
bs

pilot
b,k + nu,k,

where spilot
b,k =

√
P tr
b,k is the pilot for i-th beam training with

P tr
b,k being the effective training power. Therefore, user u

can acquire the estimation of each beam response hH
b,u,kg

i
b

as r ib,u,k = hH
b,u,kg

i
b +

nu,k√
P tr

b,k

. Note that practical systems

may not allow per subcarrier resolution of CSI. In addition,
the beam response does not change much in consecutive
subcarriers. Define K̄u = {k̄u,1, . . . , k̄u,K̄u

} with K̄u = |K̄u|
and K(k̄)

u , k̄ ∈ K̄u as the set of indices of the subcarrier
groups and the set of indices of the subcarriers belonging
to the group k̄ for user u, respectively. Then, the beam
response of subcarrier group k̄ for user u can be represented

as r̂ i
b,u,k̄

=

∑
k∈K(k̄)

u
ri
b,u,k∣∣∣K(k̄)

u

∣∣∣ .

B. User-side Collaborative BL Modeling
In the offline phase, each user u ∈ U collects N samples,

i.e.,
{
r̂
i,(n)

b,u,k̄
| i = −NW + 1, ..., 0, k̄ ∈ K̄u, b ∈ B

}
and{

ĉ
(n)
b,u,i =

∑
k̄∈K̄u

∣∣∣K(k̄)
u

∣∣∣ log2(1 + P̄u,k̄

σ2

∣∣∣r̂i,(n)
b,u,k̄

∣∣∣2) | i ∈ M, b ∈ B

}
with P̄u,k̄ =

∑
k∈K(k̄)

u
Pu,k∣∣∣K(k̄)

u

∣∣∣ , where r̂
i,(n)

b,u,k̄
and ĉ

(n)
b,u,i are the

n-th sample of i-th beam response for n = 1, . . . , N .
For the training of user local BL model, the n-th

input is x
(n)
u =

[
x
(n),T
−NW+1,u,x

(n),T
−NW+2,u, . . . ,x

(n),T
0,u

]T
∈

R2NWBK̄u×1 with x
(n)
i,u =

[
x
(n),T
i,1,u ,x

(n),T
i,2,u , . . . ,x

(n),T
i,B,u

]T
∈

R2BK̄u×1 for i = −NW + 1, ..., 0 and x
(n)
i,b,u =[∣∣∣r̂ i,(n)

b,u,k̄u,1

∣∣∣ ,∠r̂ i,(n)
b,u,k̄u,1

, . . . ,
∣∣∣r̂ i,(n)

b,u,k̄u,K̄u

∣∣∣ ,∠r̂ i,(n)
b,u,k̄u,K̄u

]T
∈

R2K̄u×1. ĉ
(n)
b,u ≜

[
ĉ
(n)
b,u,1, ..., ĉ

(n)
b,u,M

]T
. To reduce the learning

difficulty, we adopt the one-hot coding of ĉ(n)b,u , i.e., c̄(n)b,u with

c̄
(n)
b,u,i =

{
1, if ĉ(n)b,u,i ≥ ĉ

(n)
b,u,j ,∀j ̸= i,

0, otherwise,
(4)

to construct the n-th label for the learning model y
(n)
u =[

c̄
(n),T
1,u , ..., c̄

(n),T
B,u

]T
∈ RBM×1. Then, the training set with N

samples, i.e., Xu ∈ RN×2NWBK̄u and Yu ∈ RN×BM , is

Xu =
[
x(1)
u , . . . ,x(N)

u

]T
, Yu =

[
y(1)
u , . . . ,y(N)

u

]T
. (5)

Recall that the BL model is established as a flat network,
where the original inputs are transferred and positioned as
“mapped features” in the feature nodes, while the structure
is expanded broadly in the “enhancement nodes” [22]. The
training process of a BL network consists of two primary
stages: 1) random generation of weights for mapped features
and enhancement features, and 2) computation of weights
between the hidden layer and output layer.

If each user trains the BL model for beam prediction locally,
as depicted in Fig. 2, it first maps the input Xu to I groups

�è ïè L >�è�öè?
���������������������

�è

�è L ïè�è

)HDWXUH�1RGHV

«« «

�è L c�èá5á ä ä ä á�èáÂg

�èá5 �èáÂ

« ««

(QKDQFHPHQW�1RGHV

öè L cöèá5á ä ä ä áöèáÝg

öèá5 öèáÃ

Fig. 2. The BL model for beam prediction.

of feature nodes Zu,i ∈ RN×F , i = 1, . . . , I , i.e.,
Zu,i = ϕ

(
XuWu,ei + 1N×1βu,ei

)
, (6)

where Wu,ei ∈ R2NWBK̄u×F and βu,ei ∈ R1×F are the
connection weight matrix and bias vector of the feature
generation layer, respectively. These feature nodes are further
mapped into J groups of enhancement nodes Hu,j ∈ RN×E ,
j = 1, . . . , J , i.e.,

Hu,j = ξ
(
ZuWu,hj + 1N×1βu,hj

)
, (7)

where Zu = [Zu,1,Zu,2, . . . ,Zu,I ] is the cascade matrix of
I groups of feature nodes. Wu,hj

∈ RIF×E and βu,hj
∈
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R1×E are the connection weight matrix and bias vector of
the feature enhancement layer. The activation function ϕ (·)
can be either linear or nonlinear while ξ (·) is generally
nonlinear. In the BL framework, we randomly create weight
matrices, i.e., Wu,ei ’s, Wu,hj

’s, along with bias vectors,
i.e., βu,ei ’s and βu,hj

’s. These matrices and vectors are not
trainable. Subsequently, we process the feature nodes and
enhancement nodes Au = [Zu | Hu] ∈ RN×(IF+JE) with
Hu = [Hu,1,Hu,2, . . . ,Hu,J ] using an affine transformation
Wu ∈ R(IF+JE)×BM to produce the output Ŷu = AuWu ∈
RN×BM . The optimization of Wu can be formulated as

min
Wu

1

2
∥Yu −AuWu∥2F + λ ∥Wu∥2F , (8)

where we utilize the minimum mean square error (MMSE)
criterion and the L2 regularization to enhance the network
generalization performance. The solution of the problem (8)
is

Wu = lim
λ→0

(
λIIF+JE +AT

uAu

)−1
AT

uYu. (9)

When the propagation environments of different users are
statistically similar, e.g., when users have similar movement
areas, one can gather data from multiple users to train a
model that has better generalization performance, particularly
in scenarios with limited user local training data. Without loss
of generality, we formulate the following problem

min
W

1

2
∥Y −AW∥2F + λ ∥W∥2F , (10)

where Y =
[
YT

1 , · · · ,YT
U

]T
and A =

[
AT

1, · · · ,AT
U

]T
to

train a shared model for all users, i.e., Wu → W,∀u ∈ U.
The solution to problem (10) is

W = lim
λ→0

(
λIIF+JE +ATA

)−1
ATY. (11)

However, aggregating training data across users to perform
centralized processing of (11) on a single node, e.g., one user
or the BS side, leads to significant communication overhead.
An alternative approach is to formulate an equivalent and
distributed executable problem, i.e.,

min
Wu,u∈U

1
2

∑U
u=1 ∥Yu −AuWu∥2F + λ ∥W0∥2F

s.t. Wu −W0 = 0(IF+JE)×BM , u ∈ U
, (12)

where an auxiliary matrix W0 ∈ R(IF+JE)×BM is introduced
for model consistency. This is a global variable consensus op-
timization. Consensus problems have been studied extensively,
particularly in combination with ADMM, which breaks down
optimization problems into smaller pieces, making them easier
to handle [27].

Via drawing lessons from the ADMM algorithm, an iter-
ative and interactive solving process of problem (12) can be
conducted as in the following corollary.

Corollary 1: For the t-th iteration, via introducing a dual
variable Ou ∈ R(IF+JE)×BM , user u ∈ U should conduct
Wu (t) =

(
AT

uAu + ρIIF+JE

)−1 [
AT

uYu − ρ (Ou (t− 1)

−W0 (t− 1))] , (13)

W0 (t) =
Uρ

2λ+ Uρ

(
W (t) +O (t− 1)

)
, (14)

Ou (t) = Ou (t− 1) +Wu (t)−W0 (t) , (15)
where W(t) = 1

U

∑U
u=1 Wu(t) ∈ R(IF+JE)×BM , O(t) =

1
U

∑U
u=1 Ou(t), and ρ > 0 is the penalty coefficient that

controls the consistency constraint.
Proof: From [27, Eq. (7.6)-(7.8)], we have

Wu(t) = arg min

(
1

2
∥Yu −AuWu(t)∥2F

+
ρ

2
∥Wu(t)−W0(t− 1) +Ou(t− 1)∥2F

)
, (16)

W0(t) = arg min
(
λ ∥W0(t)∥2F

+
Uρ

2

∥∥W0(t)−W(t)−O(t− 1)
∥∥2

F

)
, (17)

and Eq. (15). Then, via taking partial derivatives of the
objective functions in Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) with respect to
Wu(t) and W0(t) respectively, Eq. (13) and Eq. (14) can be
obtained.

In the proposed collaborative BL-aided BA design, for
each user to acquire its local BL model, the cost is analyzed
as follows. First, according to Eq. (6)-(7), calculating feature
nodes and enhancement nodes need O

(
2NNWBK̄uIF

)
and O (NIFJE) multiplications, respectively. Denote
tmax as the maximum iteration number. Then, Eq.
(13) needs O

(
(IF + JE)

2
N
)

+ O
(
(IF + JE)3

)
+

O ((IF + JE)NBM) + tmaxO
(
(IF + JE)2BM

)
multiplications. The overall computational complexity per user
is O

(
2NNWBK̄uIF

)
+O (NIFJE)+O

(
(IF + JE)2N

)
+O

(
(IF + JE)3

)
+ O ((IF + JE)NBM) +

tmaxO
(
(IF + JE)2BM

)
. The communication overhead

results from the calculation of W(t) and O(t − 1). Two
types of communication can support these calculations. First,
users can exchange their local Wu(t) and Ou(t− 1) via the
D2D protocol [28]. The communication overhead per user
(measured by the number of real numbers to be transferred)
is 2tmax(IF + JE)BM(U − 1). Second, the BS side collects
Wu(t) and Ou(t − 1) from all users u ∈ U and then
broadcasts W(t) and O(t − 1) to them. The communication
overhead per user is 2tmax(IF+JE)BM(U+1)

U .
In contrast, the overhead and complexity per user

of local model training without user cooperation, i.e.,
Eq. (6), (7), (9), are zero and O

(
2NNWBK̄uIF

)
+

O (NIFJE) + O
(
(IF + JE)2N

)
+ O

(
(IF + JE)3

)
+

O ((IF + JE)NBM). The per-user overhead of central-
ized training based on data aggregation, i.e., Eq. (6),
(7), (11), is about N(IF + JE + BM) + (IF+JE)BM

U ,
and its per-user complexity is O

(
2NNWBK̄uIF

)
+

O (NIFJE) + O
(
(IF + JE)2N

)
+ 1

UO
(
(IF + JE)3

)
+

O ((IF + JE)NBM). By comparison, we know that if the it-
eration number tmax is relatively small, when IF+JE ≫ BM
and N ≫ BM , i.e., the scenario of interest in our simulation,
the collaborative training significantly saves the communica-
tion overhead compared to the centralized training. But the
cost is that for a not-that-large number of cooperation users,
the collaborative training requires additional computational
complexity of at most tmaxO

(
(IF + JE)2BM

)
. In addition,

more local data storage is needed.
In the online execution phase, B BSs first send downlink

pilots for probing beam training with time cost BNWTb.
Then, each user ∀u ∈ U uses the probing beam responses
of multiple BSs, i.e., xu ∈ R2NWBK̄u×1, to obtain the
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joint output of feature and enhancement nodes, i.e., au =
[zu | hu] ∈ R1×(IF+JE), where zu = [zu,1, zu,2, . . . , zu,I ] ∈
R1×IF with zu,i = ϕ

(
xT
uWu,ei + βu,ei

)
∈ R1×F and

hu = [hu,1,hu,2, . . . ,hu,J ] ∈ R1×JE with hu,j =

ξ
(
zuWu,hj

+ βu,hj

)
∈ R1×E . These nodes are fur-

ther processed via the trained affine transformation Wu

to output the predicted narrow beam index I⋆b,u =
argmaxi∈M{ŷu,(b−1)M+i} for each BS b ∈ B where ŷT

u =
auWu ∈ R1×BM . Finally, each BS b ∈ B trains the predicted
beam I⋆b,u for each user u ∈ U, based on which the baseband
BF at the CU is conducted. Note that in the online execution
phase of the proposed scheme, there is no data interaction
between users. The per user computational complexity is
O
(
2NWBK̄uIF

)
+O (IFJE) +O ((IF + JE)BM).

Beam training during the online execution phase incurs
two types of overhead. One part of the overhead arises from
training probing beams, i.e., BNWTb, while the other part
arises from training predicted narrow beams, i.e., BTb. Note
that the training of narrow beams for different users from the
same BS can be carried out simultaneously in the OFDMA
mode by assigning a dedicated RF chain for each user.
Therefore, the total time required for beam training in each
channel tracking period is TBL

r = BNWTb + BTb. And the
effective rate of user u in the online execution phase can be
calculated as
Reff

u =
(
1− T BL

r
T

)
Bw

K ×∑
k∈Ku

log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

∑B
b=1

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kfI⋆

b,u

∣∣∣2) . (18)

C. Incremental Model Updating

When there are changes in the wireless environment, e.g.,
a large range of user movement or the movement of scatterers
(e.g., cars), updating the BL model for beam prediction
becomes necessary. In the following, we present the incremen-
tal update mechanism for the collaborative training scheme
proposed above, aiming to enhance the efficiency of model
updates.

Suppose that user u ∈ U collects Ń new samples{
Xa

u ∈ RŃ×2NWBK̄u ,Ya
u ∈ RŃ×BM

}
for the updating of

its BL model. By referring to Eq. (6) and Eq. (7), we
can form features and enhancement nodes corresponding
to these new data as Aa

u ∈ RŃ×(IF+JE). One approach
to calculate the updated affine transformation Wnew

u ∈
R(IF+JE)×BM is to perform a certain number of itera-
tions in Corollary 1 using both historical and newly col-
lected samples AS

u =
[
AT

u,A
a,T
u

]T ∈ R(N+Ń)×(IF+JE).
The complexity mainly arises from the inversion opera-
tion in Eq. (13), i.e., CS

u ≜
(
AS,T

u AS
u + ρIIF+JE

)−1 ∈
R(IF+JE)×(IF+JE). To handle this, we utilize the existing
result Cu ≜

(
AT

uAu + ρIIF+JE

)−1
and propose a more effi-

cient incremental calculation of CS
u in the following corollary.

Corollary 2: The inversion result CS
u can be calculated

according to
CS

u = Cu −CuA
a,T
u

(
IŃ +Aa

uCuA
a,T
u

)−1
Aa

uCu. (19)

Proof: From the Woodbury Identity Equation for the
matrix inversion [29], we have
(D−UBV)

−1
= D−1+D−1U

(
B−1 −VD−1U

)−1
VD−1,

(20)
where D and B should be non-singular. Via defining D ≜
AT

uAu + ρIIF+JE = C−1
u , U ≜ Aa,T

u , B ≜ −IŃ and V ≜
Aa

u, Eq. (19) can be obtained form Eq. (20).

The overall complexity of Eq. (19) is O
(
Ń3
)

+

O
(
Ń2 (IF + JE)

)
+O

(
Ń(IF + JE)2

)
. Compared to the

direct calculation of
(
AS,T

u AS
u + ρIIF+JE

)−1
with complex-

ity O
(
(IF + JE)

3
)
+ O

(
(IF + JE)

2
(
N + Ń

))
, the in-

cremental update saves non-negligible computational over-
head, when Ń ≪ IF + JE. For scenarios with fast time-
varying channels, it is difficult to collect many valid data sam-
ples within the time granularity of model updates. Therefore,
the above proposed incremental model updating works in these
scenarios.

Given more training data, we should appropriately increase
the number of parameters, e.g., the number of enhancement
nodes, in the BL model to achieve a better compromise
between the fitting ability and generalization ability. Sup-
pose that we add J́ groups of enhancement nodes. Each
group has É enhancement nodes. With randomly created
connection matrix and bias vector, i.e., Wu,hj

∈ RIF×É

and βu,hj
∈ R1×É for j = J + 1, ..., J + J́ , J́É new

enhancement nodes form Ha
u ∈ R(N+Ń)×J́É according to

Eq. (6) and Eq. (7). The set of all feature and enhancement
nodes is then ASE

u =
[
AS

u,H
a
u

]
∈ R(N+Ń)×(IF+JE+J́É).

To accelerate the calculation of new weight matrix Wnew
u ∈

R(IF+JE+J́É)×BM , based on CS
u calculated from Eq. (19),

one can solve CSE
u ≜

(
ASE,T

u ASE
u + ρIIF+JE+J́É

)−1 ∈
R(IF+JE+J́É)×(IF+JE+J́É) in the following manner.

Corollary 3: The inversion result CSE
u can be calculated

according to

CSE
u =

[
CS

u +CS
uA

S,T
u Ha

uNHa,T
u AS

uC
S
u −CS

uA
S,T
u Ha

uN
−NHa,T

u AS
uC

S
u N

]
,

(21)
where N ≜

(
ρIJ́É +Ha,T

u Ha
u −Ha,T

u AS
uC

S
uA

S,T
u Ha

u

)−1 ∈
RJ́É×J́É .

Proof: First, we have
ASE,T

u ASE
u + ρIIF+JE+J́É =

ρIIF+JE +AS,T
u AS

u︸ ︷︷ ︸
G

AS,T
u Ha

u︸ ︷︷ ︸
M

Ha,T
u AS

u︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

ρIJ́É +Ha,T
u Ha

u︸ ︷︷ ︸
L

 .

(22)
Via some simple transformations of the inverse expression in
[30, Section 9.1.3], we have Eq. (23) at the top of the next
page. Then, Eq. (21) can be derived from Eq. (23).

The overall complexity of Eq. (21) is

O
((

J́É
)3)

+ O
((

J́É
)2

(IF + JE)

)
+

O
((

J́É
)
(IF + JE)

2
)

+O
((

J́É
)2 (

N + Ń
))

+
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[
G M
J L

]−1

=

[
G−1 +G−1M

(
L− JG−1M

)−1
JG−1 −G−1M

(
L− JG−1M

)−1

−
(
L− JG−1M

)−1
JG−1

(
L− JG−1M

)−1

]
. (23)

O
((

J́É
)(

N + Ń
)
(IF + JE)

)
. The complexity

of directly calculating
(
ASE,T

u ASE
u + ρIIF+JE+J́É

)−1

is O
((

IF + JE + J́É
)3)

+

O
((

IF + JE + J́É
)2 (

N + Ń
))

. When J́É ≪ IF+JE,

the incremental update saves non-negligible computational
overhead. In scenarios with fast time-varying channels, the
incremental model updating for node additions works by
fitting the limited amount of newly acquired training data
using only a few additional nodes within the time granularity
of model updates. Hence, the incremental model updating
approach for node additions is effective in these scenarios as
well.

Define YSE
u =

[
YT

u,Y
a,T
u

]T
. The overall incremental

and collaborative training scheme of the BL model
for beam prediction is summarized in Algorithm
1. We discuss its communication overhead and
computational complexity in the following. Step 2 of
Algorithm 1 needs O

(
2ŃNWBK̄uIF

)
+ O

(
ŃIFJE

)
multiplications. Step 3 needs O

(
(N + Ń)IF (JE + J́É)

)
multiplications. As mentioned before, Step 4

and 5 need O
(
Ń3
)

+ O
(
Ń2 (IF + JE)

)
+

O
(
Ń(IF + JE)2

)
and O

((
J́É
)3)

+

O
((

J́É
)2

(IF + JE)

)
+ O

((
J́É
)
(IF + JE)

2
)

+

O
((

J́É
)2 (

N + Ń
))

+O
((

J́É
)(

N + Ń
)
(IF + JE)

)
multiplications, respectively. Step 6 − 12

needs O
(
(IF + JE + J́É)(N + Ń)BM

)
+

tmaxO
(
(IF + JE + J́É)2BM

)
multiplications. The

overall computational complexity per user can be determined
by performing a simple summation. If users adopt D2D
communication, the communication overhead per user
resulting from Step 9 is 2tmax(IF + JE + J́É)BM(U − 1).
On the other hand, if the BS facilitates information
sharing, the communication overhead per user is
2tmax(IF+JE+J́É)BM(U+1)

U .
With notably increasing user mobility, e.g, when users tra-

verse considerable distances during the model update interval,
leading to a significant lack of channel spatial similarity
between the regions in front and behind, the effectiveness of
incremental model updating may be compromised, and more
reasonable model-update mechanisms should be studied in our
future work.

IV. BS-SIDE INCREMENTAL COLLABORATIVE BL-AIDED
BA DESIGN

In this section, we propose a BL-based incremental col-
laborative uplink BA method for mmWave cell-free MIMO

Algorithm 1: User-side Incremental and Collaborative
Modeling Training

Input: ρ, λ, Xa
u, Ya

u, Cu, Wu,ei , βu,ei , Wu,hj
,

βu,hj
, i = 1, .., I, j = 1, ...J, u ∈ U

Output: Wnew
u , u ∈ U

1 Initialization: Wu,hj
, βu,hj

, j = J + 1, ..., J + J́ ,
Ou (0), W0 (0) ∈ R(IF+JE+J́É)×BM ,u ∈ U;

2 Use Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) to calculate Aa
u and construct

AS
u, u ∈ U;

3 Use Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) to calculate Ha
u and construct

ASE
u , u ∈ U;

4 Use Eq. (19) to calculate CS
u, u ∈ U;

5 Use Eq. (21) to calculate CSE
u , u ∈ U;

6 for t = 1 → tmax do
7 for u = 1 → U do
8 Wu (t) =

CSE
u

[
ASE,T

u YSE
u − ρ (Ou (t− 1)−W0 (t− 1))

]
;

9 W(t) = 1
U

∑U
ū=1 Wū(t),

O(t− 1) = 1
U

∑U
ū=1 Oū(t− 1);

10 Use Eq. (14) and Eq. (15) to calculate W0 (t)
and O(t);

11 end
12 end
13 Wnew

u = Wu (tmax) , u ∈ U;

downlink systems with uplink-downlink channel reciprocity. In
the offline phase, multiple BSs collect the uplink probing-beam
and narrow-beam responses to train the BL models, which
are then utilized in the online phase to predict the optimal
downlink narrow beams using only the probing beam training.
Fig. 3 illustrates the execution flow. Note that the features for
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Fig. 3. Execution flow of the BL-based beam prediction at the BS side.

narrow beam prediction are constituted by the probing-beam
responses of multiple BSs. Nonetheless, directly aggregating
beam responses from all BSs to the CU through the fronthaul
link results in significant overhead. To address this issue,
we propose a distributed model training scheme inspired by
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the principles of vertical federated learning, incorporating an
incremental update version.

A. Uplink Beam Training

The receiving signal at BS b ∈ B of pilots from user u ∈ U
on subcarrier k ∈ Ku for the i-th beam can be represented as
yib,u,k = gi,H

b hb,u,ks
pilot
u,k + gi,H

b vb,u,k, where spilot
u,k =

√
P tr
u,k

with P tr
u,k denoting the uplink training power. vb,u,k ∼

CN
(
0, σ2IM

)
is the received noise vector. After the pilot

matching, BS b can obtain the estimate of each beam response

gi,H
b,uhb,u,k as rib,u,k = gi,H

b,uhb,u,k+
gi,H
b,uvb,u,k√

P tr
u,k

. According to the

previous definition of subcarrier group, the beam response of
subcarrier group k̄ is r̂ i

b,u,k̄
=
∑

k∈K(k̄)
u

r ib,u,k/
∣∣∣K(k̄)

u

∣∣∣.
B. BS-side Collaborative BL Modeling

In the offline phase, BS b ∈ B collects N
samples for user u ∈ U, i.e., the narrow-beam rate{
ĉ
(n)
b,u,i =

∑
k̄∈K̄u

∣∣∣K(k̄)
u

∣∣∣ log2(1 + P̄u,k̄

σ2

∣∣∣r̂i,(n)
b,u,k̄

∣∣∣2) | i ∈ M

}
with P̄u,k̄ =

∑
k∈K(k̄)

u
Pu,k/

∣∣∣K(k̄)
u

∣∣∣ and the probing-

beam responses
{
r̂
i,(n)

b,u,k̄
| i = −NW + 1, ..., 0, k̄ ∈ K̄u

}
for n = 1, ..., N . For the centralized BL
modeling for user u ∈ U, the n-th input is

x
(n)
u =

[
x
(n),T
1,u ,x

(n),T
2,u , . . . ,x

(n),T
B,u

]T
∈ R2NWBK̄u×1

with x
(n)
b,u =

[
x
(n),T
−NW+1,b,u,x

(n),T
−NW+2,b,u, . . . ,x

(n),T
0,b,u

]T
∈

R2NWK̄u×1 for b ∈ B and x
(n)
i,b,u =[∣∣∣r̂ i,(n)

b,u,k̄u,1

∣∣∣ ,∠r̂ i,(n)
b,u,k̄u,1

, . . . ,
∣∣∣r̂ i,(n)

b,u,k̄u,K̄u

∣∣∣ ,∠r̂ i,(n)
b,u,k̄u,K̄u

]T
∈

R2K̄u×1. Using the same one-hot coding for

ĉ
(n)
b,u =

[
ĉ
(n)
b,u,1, . . . , ĉ

(n)
b,u,M

]T
as in Eq. (4), the n-th label for

learning is denoted as y
(n)
u =

[
y
(n),T
1,u , ...,y

(n),T
B,u

]T
∈ RBM×1

with y
(n)
b,u = c̄

(n)
b,u . Then, the training set consists

of Xu =
[
x
(1)
u , . . . ,x

(N)
u

]T
∈ RN×2NWBK̄u and

Yu =
[
y
(1)
u , . . . ,y

(N)
u

]T
∈ RN×BM . In addition, the

feature and enhancement nodes Au and the optimization of
model weight Wu are mathematically equivalent to those in
Eq. (6), Eq. (7) and (8). And the idea of using data from
multiple users to train a shared model in Eq. (12) still applies.
To achieve overhead reduction, a distributed executable
training scheme is proposed in the following.

First, each BS b ∈ B conducts the mapping from its

local probing-beam response Xb,u =
[
x
(1)
b,u, ...,x

(N)
b,u

]T
∈

RN×NWK̄u to I groups of feature nodes Zb,u,i ∈ RN×F and
J groups of enhancement nodes Hb,u,j ∈ RN×E , i.e,

Zb,u,i = ϕ
(
Xb,uWb,u,ei + 1N×1βb,u,ei

)
, i = 1, . . . , I,

(24)

Hb,u,j = ξ
(
Zb,uWb,u,hj + 1N×1βb,u,hj

)
, j = 1, . . . , J,

(25)

where Wb,u,ei , Wb,u,hj
, βb,u,ei and βb,u,hj

are the connec-
tion weights and bias vectors, which are usually generated
randomly and not trainable. Zb,u = [Zb,u,1,Zb,u,2, . . . ,Zb,u,I ]
is the cascade matrix of I groups of feature nodes. Define
Hb,u = [Hb,u,1,Hb,u,2, . . . ,Hb,u,J ] as the cascade matrix
of J groups of enhancement nodes. All these nodes form
Ab,u = [Zb,u | Hb,u] ∈ RN×(IF+JE).

Second, the optimization of the model based on fea-
ture/enhancement nodes and labels from multiple BSs b ∈ B,
i.e., Au = [A1,u, ...,AB,u] and Yu, can be formulated as

min
Wu

1

2
∥AuWu −Yu∥2F +

λ

2
∥Wu∥2F , (26)

where Wu ∈ RB(IF+JE)×BM is the affine transformation
matrix. The solution has the same structure as Eq. (11). To
reduce the computational stress on the CU and the overhead
caused by uploading all features and enhancement nodes to
the CU, we transform the above problem into

min
{Wb,u,b∈B}

1

2

∥∥∥∥∥
B∑

b=1

Ab,uWb,u −Yu

∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

+

B∑
b=1

λ

2
∥Wb,u∥2F ,

(27)
where Wu =

[
WT

1,u, ...,W
T
B,u

]T
with Wb,u ∈

R(IF+JE)×BM being the local affine transformation
matrix at each BS b ∈ B. According to the distributed model
fitting theory in [31, Section 8.3], the above problem can be
expressed as

min
{Wb,u,b∈B}

1
2

∥∥∥∑B
b=1 Vb,u −Yu

∥∥∥2
F
+
∑B

b=1
λ
2 ∥Wb,u∥2F ,

s.t. Ab,uWb,u −Vb,u = 0N×BM , b ∈ B,
(28)

where Vb,u ∈ RN×BM is the matrix of introduced auxiliary
variables. The iterative solving process of problem (28) is
conducted as follows.

Corollary 4: For the t-th iteration, via introducing a dual
variable Ou ∈ RN×BM , BS b ∈ B should conduct
Wb,u (t) = ρQ−1

b,uA
T
b,u [Ab,uWb,u (t− 1)+

Vu (t− 1)−AWu (t− 1)−Ou (t− 1)
]
, (29)

Vu (t) =
1

B + ρ

[
Yu + ρAWu (t) + ρOu (t− 1)

]
, (30)

Ou (t) = Ou (t− 1) +AWu (t)−Vu (t) , (31)
where Qb,u = ρAT

b,uAb,u + λIIF+JE with ρ > 0 being the
penalty coefficient. AWu(t) =

1
B

∑B
b=1 Ab,uWb,u(t).

Proof: From [27, Section 8.3], we have

Wb,u (t) = arg min
Wb,u(t)

(
λ

2
∥Wb,u (t)∥2F +

ρ

2
∥Ab,uWb,u (t)

−Ab,uWb,u (t− 1)−Vu (t− 1)

+ AWu (t− 1) +Ou (t− 1)
∥∥2
F

)
, (32)

Vu (t) = arg min
Vu(t)

(
1

2

∥∥BVu (t)−Yu

∥∥2
F

+
Bρ

2

∥∥AWu (t)−Vu (t) +Ou (t− 1)
∥∥2
F

)
,

(33)
and Eq. (31). Via using the partial derivative of the object
function in Eq. (32) with respect to Wb,u (t) and that in Eq.
(33) with respect to Vu (t), Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) can be
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obtained.
The data interactions involved in the iterative process can

be implemented based on an architecture of vertical federated
learning [26]. Specifically, at the t-th iteration, each BS b
first updates Wb,u(t) according to Eq. (29) and calculates
Ab,uWb,u(t) ∈ RN×BM . Then, each BS b sends Ab,uWb,u

to the CU via the fronthaul link. After collecting Ab,uWb,u’s
from all BSs, the CU calculates AWu(t). In addition, Vu (t)
and Ou (t) can be updated according to Eq. (30) and Eq. (31),
respectively. Finally, updated AWu(t), Vu (t) and Ou (t) are
sent to each BS via the fronthual link. This completes one
iteration.

Algorithm 2: BS-Side Collaborative BL Model Train-
ing

Input: ρ, λ, Xb,u, Yb,u, Wb,u,ei , βb,u,ei , Wb,u,hj ,
βb,u,hj

, i = 1, .., I, j = 1, ..., J, b ∈ B
Output: Wb,u, b ∈ B

1 Initialization: Vu (0), Ou (0), AWu(0),
Wb,u (0) , b ∈ B;

2 Use Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) to calculate Ab,u and Q−1
b,u,

b ∈ B;
3 for t = 1 → tmax do
4 for b = 1 → B do
5 Use Eq. (29) to update Wb,u (t) and calculate

Ab,uWb,u(t);
6 Use the MVS method to upload Ab,uWb,u(t)

to the CU;
7 end
8 The CU calculates AWu(t) and updates Vu (t)

via Eq. (30) and Ou (t) via Eq. (31);
9 The CU uses the MVS method to deliver AWu(t),

Vu (t), Ou (t) to each BS;
10 end
11 Wb,u = Wb,u (tmax) , b ∈ B;

It is worth noting that sending Ab,uWb,u(t) from each
BS b to the CU and sending AWu(t), Vu (t) and Ou (t)
from the CU to each BS b involves the communication
overhead of 4NBM parameters for each fronthaul link. To
reduce this overhead, one approach is to exploit possible
parameter sparsity. Specifically, rather than transferring all
parameters, only a small portion of the most significant
parameters are transmitted. Based on the Top-k Sparsification
gradient compression method [32], we introduce a maximum
value-based sparsification (MVS) method in which for each
BS b and each sample n = 1, ..., N , only Nb elements with
the largest absolute values and their corresponding indices,
are transferred from the n-th row of the above four matrices
in each iteration. Therefore, the number of parameters to be
transferred can be reduced to 8NNb. Algorithm 2 outlines the
procedure of BS-side collaborative BL training. PLease refer
to Corollary 2 and 3 for the incremental implementation of

Q−1
b,u =

(
ρAT

b,uAb,u + λIIF+JE

)−1

.
In the BS-side collaborative BL-aided BA design, for

each BS b to acquire its BL model Wb,u, the cost is
analyzed as follows. The computational complexity per BS

is O
(
2NNW K̄uIF

)
+ O (NIFJE) + O

(
(IF + JE)2N

)
+O

(
(IF + JE)3

)
+ tmaxO ((IF + JE)NBM), where the

first two terms results from Eq. (24)-(25), and the last three
terms comes from Eq. (29). The communication overhead per
BS is 8tmaxNNb + NM where the 2nd term comes from
aggregating labels from all BSs to form Yu.

In contrast, for the centralized training based on data
aggregation, i.e., Eq. (24), (25), (26), the per-BS overhead
is about N(IF + JE + M), and the per-BS complexity is
O
(
2NNW K̄uIF

)
+O (NIFJE) +O

(
(IF + JE)2NB

)
+

O
(
(IF + JE)3B2

)
+ O ((IF + JE)NBM). By compari-

son, we know that if the iteration number tmax is relatively
small, when IF+JE ≫ BM ≥ Nb, the collaborative training
significantly saves the communication overhead compared to
the centralized training. For small B and tmax, the computation
complexity of collaborative training and that of centralized
training are comparable. For large-scale BS cooperation, the
amount of complexity savings from the collaborative training
depends on tmax.

In the online execution phase, U users first send their pilots
for training probing beams with time cost NWTb. Then, BS
b ∈ B uses local probing-beam response from user u ∈ U,
i.e., xb,u, to obtain the local joint feature and enhancement
nodes ab,u. In addition, BS b ∈ B calculates the local beam
prediction aT

b,uWb,u and uploads it to the CU. Based on the
integrated beam prediction ŷT

u =
∑B

b=1 a
T
b,uWb,u, the CU

determines the beam index of BS b ∈ B for user u ∈ U as
I⋆b,u = argmaxi∈M{ŷ(b−1)M+i,u} and sends it to BS b ∈ B.
The effective downlink rate is

Reff
u =

(
1− (NW + 1)Tb

T

)
Bw

K
×

∑
k∈Ku

log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

B∑
b=1

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kfI⋆

b,u

∣∣∣2) ,

(34)

for user u where (NW + 1)Tb is the time spent by the beam
training for probing beams and predicted narrow beams for
transmission. Note that multiple users and BSs can conduct
the beam training simultaneously in uplink training based
on the OFDMA mode. The computational complexity and
communication overhead per BS in the online execution phase
are O

(
2NWK̄uIF

)
+O (IFJE)+O ((IF + JE)BM) and

BM .

V. SIMULATION AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
user-side and BS-side incremental collaborative BA schemes.
For system setup and channel generation, we adopt the system
and channel model in Section II. We use the DeepMIMO
channel dataset [33], created by the commercial ray-tracing
simulator Wireless InSite [34], to ensure the reasonableness of
relevant parameter settings, e.g., path gain, angle, and delay,
etc. This dataset is widely used in mmWave research [14], and
has been verified with channel measurements [35]. The ’O1’
scenario of DeepMIMO dataset is chosen for the following
simulations. Fig. 4 gives the top view of the ’O1’ scenario
from which we select three BSs that are numbered 3, 4 and 5,
and Region A of 36m×80m in the main street (marked by the
red box) including Region A1 with rows R1066 to R1266 and
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Fig. 4. The mmWave cell-free MIMO scenario.
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Fig. 5. The wide-beam response of BS 3.

Region A2 with rows R1267 to R1466 to build the simulation
scenario. 401× 91 = 36491 locations are sampled in Region
A at 0.4m and 0.2m intervals along the x-direction and y-
direction, respectively. The mobile user setup is similar to that
in [15], i.e., at every beam coherence time T , the location
of the mobile user is randomly selected from Region A in
Fig. 4. Specifically, 29193 locations randomly selected from
Region A form the training dataset while the remaining 7298
locations form the testing dataset. For scenarios with U users,
the training dataset and testing dataset are divided into U parts,
which respectively constitute each user’s training and testing
dataset.

The system is with carrier frequency 60 GHz, the bandwidth
of 500 MHz, and 1024 subcarriers, where three BSs each
with an 8 × 4 UPA serves 2 (default value) or 8 single-
antenna users via the OFDMA mode. Each user occupies 64
subcarriers which are divided into 16 subcarrier groups. To
embody the effect of multipath, the number of paths is set to
3. The transmit power of the BS and the user is set to be 5
W and 200 mW, respectively. The codebook of narrow beams
in the training and that of predicted transmission beams are
both the standard UPA two-dimensional DFT matrix. Without
specific notation, we construct the probing beam for each
BS in both the training and inference phase of our proposed
BL-based BA scheme by expanding the steering beam of
each BS pointing at the center of Region A in Fig. 4, e.g.,
az (96.25π/180) ⊗ ay (55.89π/180, 96.25π/180) for BS 3,
according to [36, Eq. (7)-(9)] with expansion factor c = 0.9
and p = 2 (no expansion for narrow vertical coverage). Fig. 5
shows the 2D response of BS 3’s multi-antenna probing beam.

We also adopt the omnidirectional beam excited by a single
antenna (in Fig. 11 and 12) and the above steering beam (in
Fig. 12) as the probing beam for performance comparison.
The beam coherence time T is calculated according to [37,
Eq. (8) and (50)]. Its default value is 96 ms corresponding to
vehicle scenarios with moving speed v ≈ 30 mph. Tb is set to
be 0.48 ms.

We consider seven schemes for the performance compari-
son:

1) ICBL Scheme: For our proposed incremental collabo-
rative BL (ICBL) based beam prediction scheme, we
set I = 10, F = 20, J = 1. E is adjusted according
to the number of training samples N , i.e., E = 500
for N < 1000, E = 1500 for N ≥ 1000. The
feature generation layer and the feature enhancement
layer, respectively, adopt the linear and Tansig non-linear
activation functions. The number of iterations tmax is 10
and 5 for UE-side and BS-side collaborative learning,
respectively. In addition, ρ = 0.1, λ = 2−3 for the user-
side learning and λ = 2−9 for the BS-side learning.

2) CBL Scheme: Compared to the ICBL scheme, the only
difference is that the incremental model update is re-
moved.

3) FCBL Scheme: For the fully centralized BL (FCBL)
based beam prediction scheme, samples from multiple
users and those from 3 BSs are brought together for the
user-side learning and the BS-side learning, respectively.
We refer to the related BL parameters in the ICBL
scheme for parameter settings.

4) FDBL Scheme: The fully distributed BL (FDBL) based
beam prediction scheme requires no inter-user or inter-
BS collaboration. That is to say, each BS or user only
uses local data to train the beam prediction model.
Related BL parameters are the same as those of the
ICBL scheme. The following performance is averaged
across models at all BSs or UEs.

5) DNN scheme: To improve the learning efficiency, the
DNN-based regression model for centralized beam pre-
diction in [17] is modified to a classification model with
a Softmax output layer. Each DNN model for one BS’s
beam prediction has 2 hidden layers. The 1st hidden
layer is with 200 ReLU neurons, and the number of
ReLU neurons in the 2nd layer is the same as that of
enhancement nodes in the ICBL scheme. The dropout
ratio and learning rate are set to be 0.05 and 0.001. The
batch size is set to be 100. The Adam optimizer is used
to update the DNN model under the Cross-Entropy Loss
Function (CLF). The TensorFlow and Keras libraries are
used in the simulation.

6) Genie-Aided scheme: The Genie-Aided scheme can
perform the optimal BA with no training overhead (ideal
case).

7) Exhaustive-search: The exhaustive-search-based BA
method performs an exhaustive search of the candidate
beams in the codebook.

The performance metric is the effective rate averaged over
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users and subcarriers for better clarification, i.e.,

SEeff
ave =

(1− Tr/T )

U
×∑

u∈U

(
1

Ku

∑
k∈Ku

log2

(
1 +

Pu,k

σ2

B∑
b=1

∣∣∣hH
b,u,kfI⋆

b,u

∣∣∣2)) .

(35)

A. Beam Prediction for User-Side Learning

In Fig. 6 and Fig. 7, we compare the average effective rate
of seven schemes for U = 2 and U = 8, respectively. First,
the BL-based schemes, i.e., ICBL, CBL, FCBL, and FDBL,
perform better than the DNN scheme. But the gap is gradually
narrowing with increasing training dataset size. This shows
that for the interval with the relatively small size of the training
dataset, the BL model with a broader structure and untrainable
feature/enhancement nodes demonstrates better generalization
ability. Second, the proposed CBL scheme and ICBL scheme
have the same performance, demonstrating the effectiveness of
incremental model updating. And their performance is better
than that of the FDBL scheme and is close to that of the
FCBL scheme. This verifies the necessity and effectiveness of
implicit sharing of multi-user datasets via collaborative train-
ing. Third, the collaboration gain, i.e., the gap between ICBL
and FDBL, becomes large when the number of collaborative
users increases from 2 to 8. Finally, compared to the case of
uplink training and BS-side learning-based beam prediction,
here the performance advantage of learning-based schemes
over the exhaustive-search BA scheme is more significant.
This is because for the downlink narrow beam training, the
pilot overhead is proportional to the total antenna number of
multiple BSs.
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For user-side learning, the mismatch between the local
data distribution and the global data distribution needs to be
considered. We divide Region A into 2 parts, i.e., Region A1-
A2, as shown in Fig. 4, and consider a two-user scenario where
the location of UE 1 is randomly sampled from Region A1

while the location of UE 2 is randomly sampled either from
Region A1 or A2. The distance between the centers of these
two regions is 40m. Fig. 8 shows the average effective rate
of UE 1 in three cases. Case 1: UE 1 only uses local data
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ave for 8 users’ collaboration.
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to perform the FDBL scheme; Case 2: UE 1 and UE 2 both
located in Region A1 conduct the FCBL scheme; Case 3: UE 1
located in Region A1 and UE 2 located in Region A2 conduct
the FCBL scheme. We can see that when two users are located
in the same Region A1, the collaboration helps improve UE
1’s performance. However, when UE 2 is located in Region
A2, the mismatch between two users’ channel statistics makes
user collaboration degrade UE 1’s performance.

Fig. 9 shows the effect of user movement speed on the av-
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erage effective rate of the system. As the user speed increases
from 20 mph to 60 mph, the beam coherence time T decreases
from 144.54 ms to 48.18 ms and the data transmission interval
T − Tr declines accordingly, resulting in a lower effective
rate for both the proposed ICBL scheme and the exhaustive
search scheme. However, the impact of speed increase on
the performance of the proposed ICBL is significantly much
smaller. And it can still achieve an effective rate higher than
9.8 bps/Hz in scenarios with high mobility, e.g., 60 mph.

B. Beam Prediction for BS-Side Learning

For the BS-side learning, to focus on the BS cooperation
gain, we consider one user to evaluate the BA performance.
As can be seen from Fig. 10, among the BL-aided BA
schemes, the FCBL and ICBL schemes perform significantly
better than the FDBL scheme. This shows that probing-beam
measurements from a single BS do not contain enough spatial
information to predict the best beam. And feature sharing
via BS collaboration is necessary. The DNN scheme based
on multiple-BS probing-beam measurements also performs
better than the FDBL scheme. The ICBL scheme has better
performance than the DNN scheme, showing the advantage of
a broad structure for the considered scenario with relatively
small training samples.
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Fig. 10. Performance with a multi-antenna wide beam.
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Since the user transmit power is relatively small, the sensi-
tivity of the probing-beam response-based beam prediction to
the user uplink training power is also worth investigating. Fig.
11 shows the performance of BL and DNN-based BA schemes
when the BSs use the omnidirectional beam created by a single
antenna as the probing beam. Compared to this single-antenna
omnidirectional beam, the multi-antenna probing beam helps
increase the average effective rate of the ICBL scheme with
3500 data samples from 9.381 bps/Hz to 9.613 bps/Hz, i.e.,
2.47% improvement. This is because the multi-antenna prob-
ing beam as shown in Fig. 5 has a higher transmitting/receiving
gain than the single-antenna omnidirectional beam for the
coverage area. And the multi-antenna probing beam draws
a better signature of the environment and trains the neural
network model more efficiently.

Fig. 12 shows the average effective rate of the proposed
FCBL and ICBL schemes versus different uplink training
powers for three different probing beam settings, i.e., 1) the
single-antenna omnidirectional beam, 2) the steering beam,
3) the multi-antenna probing beam. The size of the training
dataset is 1500. With decreasing uplink training power, the
advantage of FCBL and ICBL schemes over the exhaustive
search tends to decrease. However, it still achieves non-
negligible gain over the exhaustive search for relatively low
uplink power around 10 dBm, especially with the multi-
antenna probing beam. In addition, the multi-antenna probing
beam results in a higher rate than the other two probing
beams, especially with decreasing uplink training power. For
example, the rate of FCBL with uplink training power of
0 dBm is 8.476 bps/Hz and 8.890 bps/Hz for the single-
antenna omnidirectional beam and the multi-antenna probing
beam, respectively, corresponding to a 4.88% increase. This
is because although the steering beam has a higher gain in the
direction pointing at the area center, the multi-antenna probing
beam takes into account the random uncertainty of the user’s
location and has a higher average beam gain in the user’s
active area, compared to the steering beam and the single-
antenna omnidirectional beam, thus providing a higher SNR
environment for the BS-side learning.
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Fig. 13 shows the convergence performance of the proposed
ICBL scheme, where the number of training samples per BS
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is 3000. Successful beam selection means that all BSs make
accurate beam prediction. A very fast convergence can be
observed for the proposed schemes.
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In Fig. 14, the sensitivity of the proposed schemes with
different realizations of untrainable feature/enhancement nodes
is demonstrated for the training dataset of 1000 samples and
that of 2000 samples. It can be seen that the performance
of proposed BL-aided BA schemes is barely affected by 5
different realizations of node weights, showing the robustness
of our design.

In Fig. 15, we study the performance of the proposed
schemes in another typical mmWave band, i.e., 28 GHz. The
parameter settings in this scenario are the same as in the 60
GHz scenario. It can be seen that compared to Fig. 10, the
relationship among the performance of all schemes remains
the same, but there is an increase in the overall level. On the
one hand, this proves the effectiveness of the proposed BL-
aided BA schemes in the 28 GHz scenario with a more obvious
multipath effect. On the other hand, unlike the multi-cell case
where higher path loss in the 60 GHz scenario reduces inter-
cell interference, in the considered joint transmission-based
multi-BS scenario, the lower path loss in the 28 GHz scenario
increases the effective rate, due to the higher SNR level in
both model training/inference for beam prediction and uplink
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Fig. 15. Performance comparison in 28 GHz scenarios.

data decoding with predicted beams.

VI. CONCLUSION

To cope with the problem of high BA overhead in mmWave
cell-free MIMO downlink systems, the probing beam-based
BL-aided BA design was studied in this paper. For channels
without and with uplink-downlink reciprocity, we proposed
the user-side and BS-side BL-aided incremental collaborative
BA approaches, which respectively realized implicit sharing
of multiple user data and multiple BS features via reason-
able distributed BL designs. Numerical results verified the
applicability of the user-side scheme to scenarios with fast
time-varying and/or non-stationary channels and that of the
BS-side scheme to scenarios with low fronthaul capacity and
CU of less computing power. The advantages of the proposed
schemes were also confirmed compared to traditional and
DNN-aided BA schemes for these scenarios.
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