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Abstract

Pre-trained transformers can perform in-context learning, where they adapt to a new task using only a small number of prompts
without any explicit model optimization. Inspired by this attribute, we propose a novel approach, called in-context estimation,
for the canonical communication problem of estimating transmitted symbols from received symbols. A communication channel
is essentially a noisy function that maps transmitted symbols to received symbols, and this function can be represented by an
unknown parameter whose statistics depend on an (also unknown) latent context. Conventional approaches ignore this hierarchical
structure and simply attempt to use known transmissions, called pilots, to perform a least-squares estimate of the channel parameter,
which is then used to estimate successive, unknown transmitted symbols. We make the basic connection that transformers show
excellent contextual sequence completion with a few prompts, and so they should be able to implicitly determine the latent context
from pilot symbols to perform end-to-end in-context estimation of transmitted symbols. Furthermore, the transformer should use
information efficiently, i.e., it should utilize any pilots received to attain the best possible symbol estimates. Through extensive
simulations, we show that in-context estimation not only significantly outperforms standard approaches, but also achieves the
same performance as an estimator with perfect knowledge of the latent context within a few context examples. Thus, we make a
strong case that transformers are efficient in-context estimators in the communication setting.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in our understanding of transformers have brought to the fore the notion that they are capable of in-context
learning. Here, a pre-trained transformer is presented with example prompts followed by query to be answered of the form
(x1, f(x1, θ), . . . ,xp, f(xp, θ),xp+1), where θ is a context common to all the prompts. The finding is that the transformer
is able to respond with a good approximation to f(xp+1, θ) for many function classes [1], [2]. The transformer itself is pre-
trained, either implicitly or explicitly over a variety of contexts and so acquires the ability to generate in-distribution outputs
conditioned on a specific context.

While our theoretical understanding of such in-context learning in transformers is still in its infancy, their excellent empirical
performance motivates us to explore the inverse problem of in-context estimation. Here, we are presented with the sequence
(f(x1, θ),x1, . . . , f(xp, θ),xp, f(xp+1, θ)), and are required to estimate xp+1. This inverse problem is of particular interest to
communication theory, as the canonical communication problem can be posed precisely in this form, with the communication
channel mapping an input symbol x to a received observation y = f(x, θ), with the addition of noise. The receiver is required
to recover x using the past observations. The context here corresponds to the communication channel physics, with the mobile
velocity and receiver occlusion playing major roles in the specific channel evolution.

The prompts in the case of the communication problem are called “pilot symbols,” which are known in advance at the receiver.
A baseline approach towards estimating the transmitted symbol xp+1 from the observation yp+1 is to first estimate the channel
function using the pilots, and then to estimate the transmitted symbol, conditioned on the channel estimate. However, such an
approach does not optimally exploit the relationship between the context, the channel function and the received symbol. The
optimal estimator (in the mean squared error sense) computes the posterior mean estimate taking into account the full structure
of the problem. However, the computational complexity of the optimal estimator is prohibitive.

In this paper, we make the fundamental connection between the in-context learning property of transformers with our desire
for in-context estimation applicable to communication systems. Our observation is that a pre-trained transformer’s ability to
perform in-context sequence completion suggests strongly that it should be able to approximate the desired conditional mean
estimator given the in-context examples (pilots) for our inverse problem. Essentially, if a transformer is pre-trained on a variety
of contexts, it should be able to implicitly determine the latent context from pilot symbols and then perform end-to-end in-
context estimation of transmitted symbols. Once trained, such a transformer is simple to deploy, since there are no runtime
modifications.
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Our main results are to show that our connection is indeed accurate and that pre-trained transformers easily outperform
the baseline algorithm, both for fixed and time-varying channels. Furthermore, we observe that transformers are information
efficient in that they come close to matching the performance of a genie-aided algorithm that conducts estimation with full
knowledge of the latent context, suggesting that they are actually learning the optimal contextual inference function. Thus, we
demonstrate that transformers are well able to perform efficient in-context estimation.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Transformers and In-Context Learning

Transformer architectures have become a popular model architecture across a variety of problems. The recent popularity of
this architecture is in large part due to the fact that multi-head self-attention units have been shown to perform well on a wide
variety of natural language tasks [3].

In [4] it was shown that GPT-3, a transformer-based large language model, is able to perform well on novel, unseen tasks in
a few-shot or zero-shot manner, known as in-context learning. The authors of [5] used synthetic data to show that in-context
learning can be interpreted as Bayesian inference, wherein a model first attempts to infer the task and then uses this prediction
to carry out the task.

[1] and [2] are closely related to our work. In [1], the authors explore in-context learning from a different perspective than
prior work. Rather than looking at in-context learning in the natural language setting, they pose this as the problem of learning
to perform least-squares estimation for linear regression by being trained on sequence data. The authors of [2] build on this
work and provide mathematical theory to describe how this can be interpreted as the model performing Bayesian inference by
estimating a posterior distribution.

Other work has gone further in explaining the mechanisms by which transformers are able to perform in-context learning.
Some authors have explored the behavior of simplified transformer models on synthetic linear regression problems, as compared
to the globally optimal solutions for these problems [6], [7]. In [8], it is shown by construction that transformers can learn
to fit a linear model at inference time given a context. This tells us that, at least in theory, transformers can learn to literally
perform regression and related computations given some data. In [9], the authors test how properties of training data impact
in-context learning behaviors. The authors of [10] similarly study how the properties of the context itself impact in-context
learning performance.

In summary, many different research directions have provided ways to interpret and understand in-context learning and the
mechanisms by which transformer models do it. In our work, we primarily use the Bayesian perspective to view this ability
and to understand how we can apply it to the wireless communication domain.

B. Machine Learning for Wireless Communication

The problem of symbol estimation in the presence of an unknown channel is a canonical problem in wireless communication
and there is a large body of literature that considers model-driven traditional signal processing approaches. When the prior
distribution for the channel follows a hierarchical model with latent contexts such as what we study in this paper, optimal
model-based estimators become computationally infeasible. While approximations to the optimal estimators have been studied
with restricted priors, the structure and performance of such estimators are highly dependent on the priors.

Recently, there has been significant interest in using machine learning methods such as variational inference [11], [12] and
deep neural network models such as fully connected neural networks [13], convolutional neural networks [14], and recurrent
neural networks [15] for channel estimation and for symbol estimation [16]. The authors of [17] design an end-to-end wireless
communication system design using learning-based approach. The work of [18] provides a principled way of designing channel
estimators in the setting of wireless communication, by training CNN-based neural network to efficiently estimate the channel
parameters when it follows a hierarchical prior. The authors of [19] used variational autoencoders (VAEs) and unsupervised
learning to implicitly learn and decode symbols in a wireless channel. In [20], the authors use VAEs in a semi-supervised
setting to operate over non-linear channels. The approach in [21] uses a long short-term memory (LSTM) based channel
parameter estimator for a time-varying channel. They are interested in learning the spatial correlation structure of the channel
coefficients across the receiver antennae.

The main distinction of our work from the previous works is that we make the connection between the in-context learning
capabilities of the transformer and the symbol estimation problem in wireless communication. We show how the problem fits
naturally in the setting, and provide empirical evidence that transformers achieve near-optimal performance. A comparative
study of the performance of the transformers and other machine learning models is left for the future work.

III. TRANSFORMERS FOR IN-CONTEXT ESTIMATION

Consider the problem of estimating xt ∈ Rdx from the observations yt ∈ Rdy , where yt = f(xt,ht(θ), zt), i.e., the
observation yt is a function of xt, a latent context dependent parameter ht(θ) ∈ Rd, and an independent noise zt ∈ Rdz ,
for t ∈ [ℓ] ≜ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Here, ℓ denotes maximum context length. We assume that the random processes are generated
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as {xt}t∈[ℓ] ∼ Px, {zt}t∈[ℓ] ∼ Pz, {ht}t∈[ℓ] ∼ Ph|θ, where distribution Ph|θ is determined by a latent parameter θ. The
latent parameter is drawn from a distribution PΘ on the latent space Θ. We assume that the random processes {xt}t∈[ℓ] and
{ht(θ)}t∈[ℓ] are independent from each other for all θ ∈ Θ. Denote Sk = {(yt,xt), t ∈ [k]} to be the set of example prompts
until time k.

Given the current observation yk+1, and the past k examples Sk, the minimum mean squared error estimate (MMSE) of
xk+1 is known to be the conditional expectation

x̂k+1 = E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1]. (1)

In addition, if the estimator knows the latent context parameter θ apriori, then the optimal estimator is given by

x̂θ
k+1 = E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1, θ], (2)

which we call the optimal context-aware estimator. It is known that the MSE achieved by an optimal context-aware estimator
not worse than that of a context agnostic estimator given by 1.

Having a closer look at the computation of the conditional expectation in 1, we get

x̂k+1 = E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1]

=

∫
x∈Rdx

xPx(xk+1 = x | Sk,yk+1)dx

=
1

C1

∫
x∈Rdx

xPx(x)P (Sk,yk+1 | x)dx

=
1

C1

∫
x∈Rdx

∫
θ∈Θ

PΘ(θ)

∫
h1,...,hk,hk+1∈Rdh

xPx(x)Ph|θ(h1, . . . ,hk)

P (Sk,yk+1 | x,h1, . . . ,hk,hk+1)dxdh1 . . . dhk+1,

where C1 is a normalization constant. The above involves evaluating a multi-dimensional integral. In most practical problems of
estimation, computation of 1 can be very difficult or even intractable. This is indeed the case with the wireless communication
problem of interest (see Section. IV). Motivated by recent studies ( [1], [22]) that demonstrate the remarkable ability of
transformers to exhibit in-context learning, we train a transformer-based model to approximate 1.

y1 x1 y2 x2

. . .

. . .
yk xkyk+1

T 1
W T 2

W T k+1
W

Sk

Fig. 1. Transformer model performing causal attention

Specifically, let TW denote a decoder-only transformer [23] with parameters (weights) W . Let T k+1
W (Sk,yk+1) be predicted

value of xk+1 by the transformer given Sk,yk+1 (see Fig. 1). Denote the data set D = {Sn
ℓ = {(yn

t ,x
n
t ), t ∈ [ℓ]} | for each n ∈

N, θ ∼ PΘ,xt ∼ Px, zt ∼ Pz,ht(θ) ∼ Ph|θ,yt = f(xt,ht(θ), zt)} of trajectories generated via our sampling procedure. We
first sample θ ∼ PΘ, {xt} ∼ Px, and {zt} ∼ Pz independent of each other. We then sample {ht(θ)} ∼ Ph|θ using θ and
use the sampled quantities to compute yt = f(xt,ht(θ), zt). We repeat this N times to sample a batch of N independent
sequences.

Then, we can train the transformer by minimizing the sum of the squared norms of the difference between the predicted
value and the actual values, i.e., we optimize W such that the loss L(W ;D) is minimized:

L(W ;D) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

ℓ−1∑
k=0

||T k+1
W (Sn

k ,y
n
k+1)− xn

k+1||2 ≈
ℓ−1∑
k=1

E[||T k+1
W (Sk,yk+1)− xk+1||2]. (3)

Let TW∗ denote the trained transformer. In the setting of in-context estimation, we are interested in the performance of
T k+1
W∗ (Sk,yk+1) as a function of k.
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IV. WIRELESS COMMUNICATION SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we specialize the estimation problem stated in Section III to the wireless communication problems of interest.
Consider a wireless channel with a single transmit antenna and d receive antennae (see Fig. 2). Let xt ∈ A = {xI +

√
−1 xQ |

xI , xQ ∈ {±1}} be the tth transmitted symbol. The transmit sequence {xt} is an i.i.d sequence of symbols drawn from A
with uniform probability.

Let yt ∈ Cd be the received symbol vector, where yj
t denotes the received symbol at the jth antenna at time t. Let ht(θ) ∈ Cd

be the wireless channel coefficient between the transmitter and the jth receiver antenna, and let zt be the additive noise at the
receiver, at time t. Then, we can write the input-output relation as

yt = ht(θ)xt + zt, t ∈ [ℓ]. (4)

Transformer
x̂t

y1
t

y2
t

yd
t

xt

h1
t (θ)

h2
t (θ)

hd
t (θ)

Context θ

Fig. 2. Notional diagram of a typical single-input multiple-output (SIMO) wireless channel combined with a transformer-based receiver

For some σ2 > 0, the sequence {zt} are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random vectors, with
zt,I , zt,Q ∼ N (0, σ2Id) for each t ∈ [ℓ]. The ratio 1/σ2 is called the signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR).

Next, we describe the latent context space Θ, and the conditional distributions for the channel, i.e., Ph|θ for θ ∈ Θ. The
channel parameter process {ht(θ)} in the wireless communications typically depends on two aspects, discussed in the following
subsections.

A. Type of Scattering

In wireless communication, signals transmitted from the transmitter antenna reach the receiver antenna from multiple
directions after being scattered by the obstacles in the environment. In this situation, the channel parameter depends on
the configuration of the environment and the positioning and influence of the obstacles. If there are few or no obstacles, there
is a direct path called the line-of-sight (LoS) path between the transmitter and the receiver, and in this case, the received signal
can be modeled by a single ray of signal reaching the antenna. Thus, the effective channel parameter depends on the angle of
arrival of this LoS component of the signal. On the other hand, if there are significantly many scatterers in the environment,
as in an urban environment, there is a large number of reflected rays reaching the receiver at the same time. This scenario
is (aptly) called the rich-scattering environment, and the channel parameter in this case can be approximated as a Gaussian
random variable.

Each of the above cases gives rise to a different distribution on the channel, and hence, we model the type of scattering
of the signal as the latent context θ. More formally, let Θ = {0, 1} denote the latent context space where θ = 0 corresponds
to the LoS model, and θ = 1 corresponds to the rich scattering model. In this case, we first generate h1(θ) and assume that
it remains constant for the period of interest, i.e., ht(θ) = h1(θ) for all t ∈ [ℓ]. This corresponds to the environment being
stationary, i.e., the signal paths do not change over time in the period of interest.

When θ = 0, hj
1(0) = exp(−(

√
−1)2π(s/λ)(j − 1) cos(α)) ≜ ϕj(α), where j ∈ [d].

Here, α ∼ Unif[0, π) is the angle of arrival of the one ray ( [24]), s is the spacing between the antennae, λ is the wavelength
of the signal used for transmission.

When θ = 1, the channel parameter is modeled by h1,I(1),h1,Q(1) ∼ N (0, 1
2Id), with h1,I(1),h1,Q(1) are drawn

independently. We call the above case as scenario C1.

B. Mobility

Assume that the transmitter is fixed and the receiver is moving towards the transmitter with some velocity v m/s. This
situation naturally arises in the wireless communication application. Considering a rich-scattering environment, the properties
of the channel parameter, and the correlation of the parameter process depends on the velocity: more the velocity, less the
correlation. Therefore, having a estimate of the velocity in such environments and the correlation structure would greatly
improve the performance of the estimator at the receiver. However, in practice, this can be difficult to obtain online. Hence,
we model velocity to parameterize the latent context θ.
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More specifically, we consider a latent space Θ = [M ] representing the M possible velocities with vθ being the mobile
velocity when the latent variable is θ. Let {hjt (θ)}t denote the channel parameter process at the jth antenna. Note that this
process is a time-varying process with unlike in the last scenario, where the process that remains constant across the time.
Across the antennae j ∈ [d], we assume that the processes {hj

t (θ)}t are i.i.d. zero-mean, wide-sense stationary Gaussian
random processes (Section 15.5, [25]). The correlation function Rθ(m) = E[h1t,I(θ)h

1
m+t,I(θ)] for any t ∈ N is determined by

the latent context θ. We use the well-known Clarke’s model (Section 3.2.1, [24])and set Rθ(m) = J0(
2πTsmvθ

λ ). Here, Ts is
the symbol duration, λ is the wavelength of the signal, vθ is the relative velocity between the transmitter and the receiver, J0
denotes the Bessel function of the first kind of order 0. We call the above scenario as scenario C2.

In both the scenarios C1 and C2, the latent parameter θ is drawn uniformly at random from Θ.
In wireless communications, a set of known symbols called pilots are transmitted as part of the transmitted symbols. These

symbols are used to estimate the channel parameter process and then the estimate is typically used to perform symbol estimation.
There is a natural way in which these pilots can be used as in-context examples. In the language of Section III, the set Sk

contains the pilots symbols (xt, t ∈ [k]) until time k and the corresponding received symbols (yt, t ∈ [k]). The pilots do not
communicate any information and hence, it is important to keep the number of pilots small. Thus, machine learning model
based estimators need to be information-efficient and make maximal use of the information in Sk.

V. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we describe the classical estimation techniques used to solve the estimation problem, along with a transformer
model as an alternative.

A. Context-aware and baseline estimators

In this section, we describe some feasible context-aware estimators, that achieve a low MSE (close to that of 2). For C1,
θ = 0, since the randomness of the channel parameter vector comes from a single random variable α, the computation of the
posterior mean involves an integral in one dimension. Hence, it can be computed in a computationally efficient manner. The
exact expression appears in 8. In the remaining cases, we cannot evaluate the expression explicitly. In these cases, the context-
aware estimator first computes the Linear Minimum Mean Square Estimate (LMMSE) ĥLMMSE,θ

k+1 of the channel parameter
hk+1(θ) given Sk, θ. The exact details of computing the expression for ĥLMMSE,θ

k+1 are given in Appendix A1. Incidentally,
for θ = 1 in C1, and for all θ ∈ Θ in C2, since hk+1(θ) and (yt, t ∈ [k]) are jointly Gaussian, conditioned on (xt, t ∈ [k]),
this channel estimate is in fact the minimum mean squared estimate (MMSE) of hk+1(θ) given Sk, θ. Then, the symbol is
estimated by computing E[xk+1 | hk+1(θ) = ĥLMMSE,θ

k+1 | yk+1]; the exact expression for above conditional expectation is
given in 11.

For the context agnostic baseline, we describe an estimation procedure commonly used in the wireless communication. The
estimator first computes the LMMSE of the channel (see Appendix A2), which uses the correlation matrices corresponding to
prior for the channel parameter process. Then, it estimates the symbol as the conditional mean, conditioned on the LMMSE
for the channel. The exact details are given in Appendix A2.

B. Transformer

We train our transformer models as described in Section III. We follow the training setup used in [2], which is in turn based
on the approach used in [1]. For all experiments, we train a GPT-2 decoder-only model from scratch.

We specifically modify the setting in Section 4 of [2], regarding learning of functions sampled from a hierarchical distribution
of function classes (“tasks"). In this setting, a task θ is sampled from some set of tasks Θ, then a function f is sampled from
a set of functions Fθ which is determined by θ. In our case, f is determined by the channel coefficients h, which we sample
as described in Section IV.

The training data is generated as follows. First we draw θ ∼ Unif(Θ). In C1, we generate α ∼ Unif[0, π) and set
hjt (0) = ϕj(α). In C2, we generate the sequence hj = (hj

t , t ∈ N) from a stationary Gaussian random process. For each
training mini-batch, we re-sample θ and then independently sample each hj .

As done in [2], we train our decoder models to perform prediction in the style of language models, where

((y1,x1), (y2,x2), . . . , (yk,xk),yk+1)

are used to predict xk+1. We use the sum of squared errors between all (xt, x̂t), t ∈ [k + 1] as our loss function, where
x̂t = T k+1

W (Sk,yk+1).
We set the number of antennae d = 4. For C2, we consider M = 3, where v1 = 5, v2 = 15, v3 = 30 (all in m/s). These are

representative of the typical values seen in practice for wireless communications. For C1, θ = 1, we set s = λ/4. For C2, we
use fc = 2.9× 109 Hz, and λ = fc/c, where c = 3× 108 m/s is the speed of light. Further, we set the symbol duration Ts =
1 millisecond in C2.

We include our model architecture details and other hyperparameter settings in Appendix B.
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Fig. 3. Results for Scenario C1, SNR = 0, -5 dB

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Here, we present experimental results for scenarios C1 and C2. In short, across the scenarios we discuss, we show that GPT-2
models trained on sequences sampled from these scenarios are able to approach the performance of genie-aided estimates. This
is surprising, in that the genie estimates are given the exact realization of θ for each case, while the models have to estimate
this from context in addition to predicting the symbols x.

A. Scenario C1: Estimation on 1-Ray and Fading Channels

We trained two GPT-2 models as described in Section V-B on data sampled from the C1 scenario. The only difference in
training was the SNR used when sampling the data: we trained one model with an SNR of 0 dB and the other model with
an SNR of -5 dB. In Figure 3, we present results for our trained models and our baseline methods on sequences from these
two latent contexts. In these figures, for each context length k, we plot the MSE between the true x and the predicted x̂. We
present these curves for the transformer model, context-aware estimate, and context-agnostic baseline (Section V-A). We also
plot a 90% confidence interval for the transformer model’s prediction errors.

Let us first discuss the 1-ray context. Here, even with zero context (pilots), the transformer model is able to perform better
than the context-agnostic model. This indicates that the model is able to use the statistics of the y vectors to distinguish
between 1-ray and rich-scattering data. As the context length increases, for both SNR values, the transformer model performs
better than the context-agnostic baseline and approaches the performance of the lower-bound genie estimate. This shows that
the model is able to determine the latent context and make a good estimate of the channel parameters, without being given
any information beyond the (y,x) pairs themselves.

In the rich-scattering context, the three methods perform roughly the same across both SNR values and all context lengths.
This is to be expected. The channel in this case is Gaussian with Gaussian noise, and simply estimating the mean and variance
of the channel will grant the best performance. The notable aspect of this is that the transformer model is able to correctly
identify the context and has learned the correct way to estimate the channel for this context.

B. Scenario C2: Estimation on a Time-Varying Channel

We trained a GPT-2 model as described previously on data sampled from scenario C2. We present results for this scenario
in Figure 4. The plot here is produced similarly to Figure 3 with the added challenge that the channel coefficients vary with
the index k.

In Figure 4, we can see that the transformer model and both estimators have an MSE of 2.0 for zero context at every
velocity. This is to be expected, as an MSE of 2.0 indicates that the model is "hedging" by returning a value of 0, rather than
predicting -1 or 1. Because the Gaussian noise z is negative or positive with equal probability, any model requires at least one
(y,x) pair before it is able to make a meaningful prediction. Across all velocity values, the transformer model’s performance
approaches the performance of the context-aware estimator as the context length increases. This indicates that with enough
context, the model is able to estimate the latent context and the channel coefficients, even though those channel coefficients
are changing over time. There is a significant gap between the performance of the context-agnostic baseline method and the
performance of the two other methods, demonstrating that performing well on this problem requires knowing or estimating
the velocity. The transformer model is able to accurately infer the context and use this information to perform nearly as well
as the genie-aided context-aware estimator.
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Fig. 4. Results for Scenario C2, SNR = 0 dB

C. Discussion

Across the various tasks, parameters, and regimes studied, transformer models are able to infer the context from a few
samples and then use this information to make an accurate estimation of the channel coefficients. We use genie-aided context-
aware estimators to find lower bounds on the performance of any such model. These estimators are given exact, noiseless
information about the context, which is not available to the transformer model. Even without such extra information, the
transformer models we trained are able to approach and reach the performance of the context-aware methods. This finding
demonstrates that the ability of transformers to learn in-context from prompts enables these models to perform well on wireless
communication problems.

VII. CONCLUSION

Prior work has shown that transformer models are able to perform in-context learning and that this ability can be applied
to solve a large variety of problems. This work shows that the in-context learning setting translates directly to problems in
wireless communication and that transformer models can be trained to perform estimation in this domain. The communication
problems described here are difficult, and existing methods for solving them require significant knowledge of the problem
setting. For example, the context-aware estimators which we use as lower bounds on estimation performance require exact
knowledge of the current context, which is not readily available in practice.

Through empirical case studies, we have demonstrated that transformer models can achieve similarly good performance
without prior knowledge by being trained on data from the relevant distribution. Other than these training samples, we do not
give our transformer models any prior knowledge about the problem setting, even the fact that there are finitely many different
contexts. The transformer models we trained have inferred details of the distribution from training samples and have learned to
condition their outputs on the predicted context in a Bayesian manner. This surprising ability indicates that transformer models
can reduce the information required to achieve state-of-the-art results across a variety of problems.
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APPENDIX

A. Detailed Derivation of Baseline and Context-Aware Estimators

Following Section V-A, we derive the exact expressions for the context-aware and the baseline estimators. First, we describe
some notations. For a ∈ Cd, denote its real and imaginary parts as aI ,aQ ∈ Rd respectively, and its real vector representation

(also, by abuse of notation) as a = [aT
I aT

Q]
T ∈ R2d. For a ∈ C, define T d(a) ≜

[
aI −aQ
aQ aI

]
⊗ Id ∈ R2d×2d, where ⊗

denotes the Kronecker product. Observe that the real-valued matrix equation corresponding to 4 is given by

yt = Xtht(θ) + zt, t ∈ [ℓ],

where yt =

[
yt,I

yt,Q

]
∈ R2d,Xt = T d(xt) ∈ R2d×2d, zt =

[
zt,I
zt,Q

]
∈ R2d,ht(θ) =

[
ht,I(θ)
ht,Q(θ)

]
∈ R2d. For k ∈ [ℓ − 1], we can

define
ȳk = X̄kh̄k(θ) + z̄k, (5)

where X̄k = diag(X1,X2, . . . ,Xk) ∈ R2dk×2dk, ȳk = [yT
1 yT

2 . . . yT
k ]

T ∈ R2dk and similarly for h̄k(θ), z̄k.
In the scenario C1, since ht(θ) = h1(θ) for all t ∈ [ℓ], we can rewrite 5 as

ȳk = X̃kh1(θ) + z̄k, (6)

where X̃k = [XT
1 XT

2 . . . XT
k ]

T ∈ R2dk×2d.
1) Context-aware estimators: In this subsection, we describe the context-aware genie-estimators that achieve low MSE when

the latent context θ is known, whose MSE serves as a lower bound on the achievable MSE for a context-agnostic estimator.
For θ = 0 in C1, we can evaluate the integral in the conditional expectation E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0] explicitly as follows

E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0] =
∑
a∈S

aP (xk+1 = a | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0). (7)
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Denoting q̄0(a) = P (xk+1 = a | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0), we can write that

q̄0(a) = P (xk+1 = a | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0)

=
1

C1
P (a)P (Sk,yk+1 | a, θ = 0)

=
1

C1
P (a)

∫ ∞

α=0

P (Sk,yk+1,h1(0) = ϕ(α) | a)dα

=
1

C2
P (a)

∫ ∞

α=0

P (yk+1 | T d(a),h1(0) = ϕ(α))

k∏
t=1

P (yt | Xt,h1(0) = ϕ(α))dα

=
1

C3
P (a)

∫ ∞

α=0

exp(−||yk+1 − T d(a)ϕ(α)||2/(2σ2))

k∏
t=1

exp(−||yt −Xtϕ(α)||2/(2σ2))dα

=
1

C3
P (a)

∫ ∞

α=0

exp
(
− 1

2σ2

(
||yk+1 − T d(a)ϕ(α)||2 +

k∑
t=1

||yt −Xtϕ(α)||2)
))

dα︸ ︷︷ ︸
q0(a)

,

where C1, C2, C3 are constants independent of a, and C3 =
∑

a∈S q0(a). Therefore, we have

E[xk+1 | Sk,yk+1, θ = 0] =
∑
a∈S

aq̄0(a) =

∑
a∈S aq0(a)∑
a∈S q0(a)

. (8)

Therefore, in the scenario C1, θ = 0, the mean squared error (MSE) achieved by the above estimator is the lower bound for
any other estimator for xk+1 that is given only Sk (and also θ). In other cases, the explicit design of estimators that achieve
the lowest MSE is infeasible due to a high dimensional integral. Hence instead, we design a context-aware genie-estimator
that achieves a reasonably low MSE as an estimator given Sk, θ. Therefore, the emphasis is on how quickly the posterior on
the the latent parameter concentrates by the set of in-context examples Sk. The context-aware estimator computes the Linear
Minimum Mean Square Estimate (LMMSE) ĥLMMSE,θ

k+1 for the channel parameter hk+1(θ) given the pilots Sk and the latent
context θ. From Equations (5), (6), we can compute the LMMSE (Theorem 12.1, [25]) estimates for the channel given the
context θ as

(C1) ĥLMMSE,θ
1 = E[h1(θ)] +Rθ

h1,Ỹk
(Rθ

Ỹk
)−1ȳk (9)

(C2) ĥLMMSE,θ
k+1 = Rθ

hk+1,Yk
(Rθ

Xk
)−1ȳk, (10)

where Rθ
h1,Ỹk

= E[ȳkȳ
T
k ],R

θ
h1,Ỹk

= E[h1(θ)ȳ
T
k ] from 6, and Rθ

hk+1,Yk
= E[ȳkȳ

T
k ],R

θ
hk+1,Yk

= E[hk+1(θ)ȳ
T
k ] from 5.

Note that E[ȳk] = 02dk since E[X̄k] = 02dk×2dk, and E[hk+1(θ)] = 0 for any θ in C2. Observe that since ȳk and hk+1(θ)
are jointly Gaussian conditioned on θ, the estimate for the channel parameter hk+1 given Sk, θ is in fact the minimum mean
squared error (MMSE) estimate. Next, we give the expressions for the above correlation matrices.

For θ = 0, the mean and auto-correlation function can be computed as µ0
h1

= E[h1(0)] =
1
π

∫ π

α=0
ϕ(α)dα, and R0

h1
=

E[h1(0)h
T
1 (0)] = 1

π

∫ π

α=0
ϕ(α)ϕT (α)dα. For θ = 1, the mean and the auto-correlation function for h1(1) are given by

µ1
h1

= 0 ∈ R2d, and R1
h1

= E[h1(1)h1(1)
T ] = 1

2I2d respectively. Further, the auto-correlation of ȳk is given by Rθ
Xk

=

X̃kR
θ
h1
X̃T

k + σ2I2dk, and the cross-correlation matrix is given by Rθ
h1,Xk

= Rθ
h1
X̃T

k .
In C2, the auto-correlation of channel parameter variables under the latent context θ is given by Rθ

Hd
k

= E[h̄k(θ)h̄
T
k (θ)] =

Rθ
Hk

⊗ Id, where (Rθ
Hk

)i,j = Rθ(|i − j|). Further, the cross correlation between ȳk and hk+1 is given by Rθ
hk+1,Yk

=

E[hk+1ȳ
T
k ] = Rθ

hk+1,Hd
k

X̄T
k , where Rθ

hk+1,Hd
k

= [Rθ(k) Rθ(k− 1) . . . Rθ(1)]⊗ I2d ∈ R2d×2dk. Finally, the auto-correlation
of ȳk is given by Rθ

Yk
= X̄kR

θ
Hd

k

X̄T
k + σ2I2dk.

After computing ĥLMMSE,θ
k+1 using Equations (9), (10) the estimator computes the posterior mean estimate for symbol xk+1

as x̂k+1 = E[xk+1 | hk+1(θ) = ĥLMMSE,θ
k+1 ,yk+1] =

∑
a∈S aPx(xk+1 = a | ĥLMMSE,θ

k+1 ,yk+1). Simplifying, we have

q̄h(a) ≜ P (xk+1 = a | hk+1(θ) = h,yk+1) =
1

C1
P (a)P (yk+1 | hk+1(θ) = h, a)

=
1

C2
P (a) exp(−(||yk+1 − T d(a)h)||2/(2σ2)))︸ ︷︷ ︸

qh(a)

,

where C1, C2 are constants independent of a. Since C2 =
∑

a∈S qh(a), we have that the symbol estimate is

x̂k+1 =
∑
a∈S

q̄ĥLMMSE,θ
k+1

(a) =

∑
a∈S aqĥLMMSE,θ

k+1
(a)∑

a∈S qĥLMMSE,θ
k+1

(a)
. (11)
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2) Baseline for context-agnostic estimators: Traditional signal processing techniques cannot use the hierarchical structure
of the prior on the channel. We design a baseline which first computes the LMMSE for the channel parameter as

ĥLMMSE
k+1 = E[hk+1] +Rhk+1,Yk

R−1
Yk

ȳk. (12)

Notice that since the above estimator does not have the information about the latent context θ, we use the true correlation
matrices on the joint prior of on the process (ht), given by RYk

=
∑

θ∈Θ PΘ(θ)R
θ
Yk

, Rhk+1,Yk
=

∑
θ∈Θ PΘ(θ)R

θ
hk+1,Yk

, and
E[hk+1] =

∑
θ∈Θ PΘ(θ)E[hk+1(θ)]. Finally, we estimate the symbol xk+1 using 11 with qĥLMMSE,θ

k+1
is replaced by qĥLMMSE

k+1
.

B. Model Parameters

We extend the codebase from [2] for our models and experiments. We use the same GPT-2 model size as in this paper, as
well as the same optimizer (Adam, [26]), the same learning rate (0.0001), and the same training length (500,000 steps).

Embedding Size # Layers # Attention Heads
256 12 8

TABLE I
MODEL PARAMETERS

Scenario Curriculum Start Length Curr. End Length Batch Size Learning Rate
C1 5 11 64 1e-4
C2 5 15 64 1e-4

TABLE II
TRAINING PARAMETERS

Curriculum: [1] observed that curriculum learning is useful in training models to perform in-context learning consistently
and effectively. In [1] and [2], the curriculum is to initiate training with small sequence lengths and vector dimensions and to
increase these gradually over training until they reach the desired sizes. In our tasks, the vector dimension is fixed to twice
the number of antennae, and we modify only the sequence lengths in our curriculum. For scenario C1, we vary the sequence
length from 5 to a maximum of 11. For scenario C2, we vary the sequence length from 5 to a maximum of 15. We choose
to use a larger sequence length for scenario C2 in order to better demonstrate the impact of using a time-varying channel.

We present the relevant architecture details and training parameters in Tables I and II.
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