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Abstract—This study employs a uniform rectangular array

(URA) sub-connected hybrid beamforming (SC-HBF) architec-
ture to provide a novel self-interference (SI) suppression scheme
in a full-duplex (FD) massive multiple-input multiple-output
(mMIMO) system. Our primary objective is to mitigate the strong
SI through the design of RF beamforming stages for uplink and
downlink transmissions that utilize the spatial degrees of freedom
provided due to the use of large array structures. We propose a
non-constant modulus RF beamforming (NCM-BF-SIS) scheme
that incorporates the gain controllers for both transmit (Tx) and
receive (Rx) RF beamforming stages and optimizes the uplink and
downlink beam directions jointly with gain controller coefficients.
To solve this challenging non-convex optimization problem, we
propose a swarm intelligence-based algorithmic solution that
finds the optimal beam perturbations while also adjusting the
Tx/Rx gain controllers to alleviate SI subject to the directivity
degradation constraints for the beams. The data-driven analysis
based on the measured SI channel in an anechoic chamber
shows that the proposed NCM-BF-SIS scheme can suppress SI
by around 80 dB in FD mMIMO systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

MASSIVE multiple-input multiple-output (mMIMO) and
full-duplex (FD) communications are two pivotal en-

ablers of next-generation wireless networks to meet the ever-
increasing demand for the data traffic. Massive MIMO im-
proves system performance via high multiplexing gain by
employing a large number of antennas at the base station
(BS), which concentrates the radiated energy on the intended
user equipment (UE). When compared to half-duplex (HD)
communications, FD communications theoretically double the
capacity since they allow the simultaneous transmission of
uplink and downlink signals in the same frequency and
time resources. Thus, FD and mMIMO together can meet
the throughput and latency requirements of next-generation
wireless networks with limited spectrum resources [1].

The strong self-interference (SI), which is the signal leakage
from the transmitter (Tx) output to the receiver (Rx) input and
can be 90 to 110 dB greater than the received signal, prevents
the realization of the immense potential of FD technology.
Since SI can hinder the Rx capability to detect the intended
uplink signals, many research efforts have concentrated on
either canceling out or at least significantly suppressing SI
in FD systems [2]. In this regard, different SI suppres-
sion/cancellation techniques can be broadly categorized into
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the following: 1) passive (antenna) isolation; 2) active can-
cellation (analog and digital); and 3) spatial suppression. In
FD communications systems, antenna isolation, analog/digital
SI cancellation (SIC), and their combinations have been used
frequently to suppress/cancel the strong SI signal below the Rx
noise level [3]–[6]. In the next-generation wireless networks,
there is a growing trend toward utilizing an increased number
of antennas at BS. For instance, the deployment of 64-256
antenna configurations has been considered by the third gen-
eration partnership project (3GPP) [7]. Therefore, it becomes
difficult to implement active analog SIC techniques in FD
mMIMO systems due to the prohibitively large complexity
that occurs from adding more antennas and SI components.
For example, the complexity of an analog circuit for an M×M
antenna array becomes O(M2).

Spatial suppression relies on three dimensional (3D) beam-
forming of mMIMO systems to mitigate the strong SI by
exploiting the extra degrees of freedom (DoF) offered by
spatial dimensions of multiple Tx and Rx antennas. In partic-
ular, the authors in [8] presented SoftNull, which completely
eliminates the requirement for analog cancelers by suppressing
SI via digital beamforming (DBF). However, DBF becomes
impractical for FD mMIMO systems with very large array
structures due to the unreasonably high cost/complexity, and
energy consumption. On the other hand, by lowering the
amount of power-hungry RF chains, hybrid beamforming
(HBF), which involves the design of both the radio frequency
(RF) and baseband (BB) stages, can approach the performance
of DBF. Different HBF solutions are presented for enhancing
FD transmission [9]–[12]. In particular, the angle-of-departure
(AoD) and angle-of-arrival (AoA) information is used in [9] to
propose a hybrid precoding/combining (HPC) technique for a
millimeter-wave (mmWave) FD mMIMO system to suppress
SI. The authors in [10] introduced the HPC for an FD amplify-
and-forward (AF) relay using correlated estimation errors to
mitigate SI. For the multi-user (MU) FD mMIMO system in
[11], the non-orthogonal beams are generated to serve multiple
users to maximize sum-rate capacity while suppressing the
strong SI. Similarly, the authors in [12] show that SI can
be reduced by around 30 dB through the joint design of the
transmit and receive RF beamformer weights, as well as the
precoder and combiner matrices.

Most existing studies in FD mMIMO systems consider
using fully-connected (FC)-HBF architectures, where each
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RF chain is connected to all antenna elements. Alternatively,
by linking each RF chain to a particular set of antennas,
sub-connected (SC)-HBF architecture can lower the quantity
of phase shifters (PSs), and therefore the cost/complexity.
Moreover, SC-HBF architectures are better suited for practical
implementation in sub-Terahertz (THz) and millimeter-wave
(mmWave) communications because they can significantly
reduce power consumption at the expense of some perfor-
mance degradation, but they can also offer a better spectral-
energy efficiency tradeoff [13]. A uniform linear array (ULA)
SC-HBF architecture is suggested in [14] as a means of
reducing SI in FD mMIMO systems. A uniform rectangular
array (URA) SC-HBF, as opposed to the ULA SC-HBF, can,
however, offer better performance in FD mMIMO systems
due to the following factors: 1) simultaneous illumination of
both uplink and downlink UE azimuth and elevation angles;
2) improved spatial resolution and beamforming flexibility; 3)
interference mitigation; and 4) scalability1 [15]–[17].

In this paper, we propose a novel SI suppression scheme
in FD mMIMO systems using a URA SC-HBF architec-
ture. Particularly, the proposed non-constant modulus RF
beamforming-based SI suppression (NCM-BF-SIS) scheme
optimizes the uplink and downlink beam directions jointly
with Tx/Rx variable gain controllers while adhering to the
directivity degradation constraints. Our objectives here are
twofold: first, to show that the beam perturbation combined
with tuned Tx/Rx gain controllers in RF beamformers design
can significantly improve SI suppression and can bring the SI
level close to the noise floor; and second, to show that the use
of URA SC-HBF architecture can provide better performance
than ULA SC-HBF. To reduce the high computational com-
plexity during the search for optimal perturbations, we propose
a swarm intelligence-based algorithmic solution to find the
optimal perturbations, and adjusting the Tx/Rx gain controllers
to minimize SI while satisfying the directivity degradation
constraints for the uplink and downlink beams. We consider a
data-driven analysis of the measured SI channel in an anechoic
chamber for over a bandwidth of 20 MHz (centered at 3.5
GHz). The results show that the proposed scheme can suppress
SI upto 80 dB in real-time implementations. Morevoer, the use
of URA SC-HBF can provide an average SI suppression gain
of around 9 dB when compared to ULA SC-HBF.

II. SYSTEM MODEL & MEASURED SI CHANNEL

A. System Model

We consider a single-cell FD mMIMO system for joint
uplink and downlink transmission as shown in Fig. 1. The
BS operates in FD mode to simultaneously serve KD (KU )
downlink (uplink) single-antenna UEs over the same fre-
quency band, while the UEs operate in HD mode due to
the hardware/software constraints on UEs (e.g., low power
consumption, limited signal processing and active/passive SI
suppression capability). The BS is equipped with Tx and Rx

1Large number of antennas can be accomodated in small space in URA
when compared to ULA, which significantly enhances the spatial efficiency.

Fig. 1. System model of FD mMIMO HBF communications system.
URAs. Specifically, the Tx (Rx) URA has MD = M

(x)
D ×

M
(y)
D (MU =M

(x)
U ×M (y)

U ) antennas, where M (x)
D (M

(x)
U ) and

M
(y)
D (M

(y)
U ) denote the numbers of Tx (Rx) antennas along

x-axis and y-axis, respectively.
For the proposed FD mMIMO system, we consider the

downlink signal processed through BB stage BD ∈ CND×KD

and RF beamformer FD ∈ CMD×ND , where ND is the
number of RF chains such that KD ≤ ND ≪MD. Similarly,
the received uplink signal at BS is processed through RF
combiner FU ∈ CNU×MU and BB combiner BU ∈ CKU×NU

by utilizing KU ≤ NU ≪ MU RF chains. Here, the RF
beamforming stages (i.e., FU and FD) are built using low-
cost PSs and variable gain controllers. The downlink channel
matrix is denoted as HD ∈ CKD×MD with hD,k ∈ CMD as
the kth DL UE channel vector. Similarly, HU ∈ CMU×KU

is the uplink channel matrix with hU,k ∈ CMU as the kth

uplink UE channel vector. Due to the FD transmission, the SI
channel matrix HSI ∈ CMU×MD is present between Tx and
Rx antennas at the BS. Then, the transmitted signal vector
at the BS is defined as sD = FDBDdD ∈ CMD , where
dD = [dD,1, · · · , dD,KD

]
T ∈ CKD is the downlink data

signal vector such that E{dDdHD} = IKD
. The transmitted

signal vector satisfies the maximum downlink transmit power
constraint, which is E{||sD||2} = tr(FDBDB

H
DFHD) ≤ PD,

where PD is the total downlink transmit power. Then, the
received downlink signal vector is given as follows:

rD = HDFDBDdD︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired Signal

+ HUdU︸ ︷︷ ︸
IUI by uplink UE

+ wD︸︷︷︸
Noise

, (1)

where HU ∈ CKD×KU is the inter-user interference
(IUI) between the downlink and uplink UE, and wD =
[wD,1, · · · , wD,KD

]
T ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

W IKD

)
is the complex cir-

cularly symmetric Gaussian noise vector. Here, we define
PU as the transmit power of each uplink UE. Similar to the
downlink data signal vector, the uplink received signal at BS
can be written as:

r̃U=BUFUHUdU︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired Signal

+BUFUHSIFDBDdD︸ ︷︷ ︸
SI

+ w̃U︸︷︷︸
Modified Noise

, (2)

where dU = [dU,1, · · · , dU,KU
]
T ∈ CKU is the up-

link data signal vector such that E
{
dUd

H
U

}
= IKU

and
w̃U = BUFUwU , where wU = [wu,1, · · · , wU,KU

]
T ∼



CN (0, σ2
W IKU

) is the complex circularly symmetric Gaussian
noise vector. The desirable downlink (uplink) beam direction
has azimuth and elevation angles ψD(ψU ) and θD(θU ), re-
spectively. We define the phase-response vector as:
Φ(θ, ψ,M (x),M (y)) =[
1, ej2πd sin(θ) cos(ψ), . . . , ej2πd(M

(x)−1) sin(θ) cos(ψ)
]T

⊗
[
1, ej2πd sin(θ) sin(ψ), . . . , ej2π(M

(y)−1) sin(θ) sin(ψ)
]T
,

(3)

where θ (ψ) represents the elevation (azimuth) angle, M (x),
(M (y)) denote the number of antennas along the x (y)-axis, d
is the antenna spacing, and ⊗ is the Kronecker product.

B. SI Channel Measurement Setup

The measurement setup was made in an anechoic chamber
(i.e., without external surrounding reflections) and consists of
64 Tx and 64 Rx antenna elements2, which are arranged in the
form of URA (8×8 configuration). The SI channel is mainly
due to internal coupling between Tx and Rx antenna elements
(i.e., consisting of only line-of-sight (LoS) path components).
Then, the SI channel is measured for 1601 sampling points
between frequency range from 3 GHz to 4 GHz (i.e., over
a bandwidth of 1 GHz) such that the complete SI channel
matrix HSI has dimensions of 64 × 64 × 1601. Based on
the number of antenna elements in both Tx and Rx sub-
arrays, the corresponding SI channels can be represented as
H

(sub)
SI ∈ CMus×Mds×1601, where, Mds(Mus) = MD

LD

(
MU

LU

)
represents the number of Tx (Rx) antenna elements in lthd (lthu )
sub-array for ld = 1, · · · , LD(lu = 1, · · · , LU ). As per 3GPP
specification, the uplink and downlink channel bandwidth can
vary from 5 MHz to 100 MHz [18], then the corresponding
SI channel for the given BW can be written as: H

(sub)
SI,B =

H
(sub)
SI (:, :, n) ∈ Ci×i×n, where i = {Mds,Mus}, B is the

given bandwidth, and n = 1, 2, . . . , N is the sample frequency
point selected from a total of N frequency points for a
given bandwidth. For instance, the 20 MHz band constitutes
n = 1, 2, . . . , 33 points for the frequency range from 3.49
GHz to 3.51 GHz. Similarly, for the band of 100 MHz,
n = 1, 2, . . . , 161 points in the frequency range from 3.45
GHz to 3.55 GHz are considered.

III. URA SC-HBF ARCHITECTURE AND PROBLEM
FORMULATION FOR SI SUPPRESSION

A. URA SC-HBF Architecture

We consider a URA SC-HBF architecture, where the Tx
(Rx) URA is divided into LD(LU ) different sub-arrays in
the form of URA. Hence, compared to MD × ND PSs for
Tx (MU × NU PSs for Rx), only Mds × ND(Mus × NU )
PSs are required as each Tx (Rx) RF chain is connected to⌊
MD

LD

⌋(⌊
MU

LU

⌋)
Tx (Rx) antennas, where ⌊.⌋ represents the

2Due to limited space, the details of SI channel measurement setup will be
discussed in the extended version of this paper.

largest integer less than or equal to a real number. Then, the
downlink and uplink phase response vectors are given as:
ΦD(θD, ψD,M

(x)
ds ,M

(y)
ds ) = Φ(θD, ψD,M

(x)
ds ,M

(y)
ds ),

ΦU (θU , ψU ,M
(x)
us ,M (y)

us ) = ΦH(θU , ψU ,M
(x)
us ,M (y)

us ),
(4)

where ΦD(ΦU ) is the Tx(Rx) phase response vector as given
in (3). By controlling the phase of the signals transmitted
or received by the array elements, we can effectively steer
the beam in the desired uplink/downlink UE direction, and
maximize the radiated energy while minimizing interference
from other directions. We consider the MU scenario using a
single uplink and a single downlink UE (i.e., KD = ND = 1,
KU = NU = 1)3. Moreover, the Tx (Rx) RF beamformer
constitutes gain controllers, which scales the amplitudes of
the signals transmitted (received) from the antennas as shown
in Fig. 1. Then, the RF beamformer fD for the single downlink
UE can be written as:

fD=
1√

M
(x)
dsM

(y)
ds

ΦD
(
θD,ψD,M

(x)
ds ,M

(y)
ds

)
⊙GD∈CMds×1, (5)

where GD=[g
(x)
1 ,...,g

(x)
Mds

,g
(y)
1 ,...,g

(y)
Mds

]T is the vector contain-
ing the gain values for Tx URA with g(x)i (g(y)j ) representing
the gain value of ith(jth) antenna for i = 1, · · · ,M (x)

ds

(
j =

1, · · · ,M (y)
ds

)
. Similarly, the uplink RF beamformer fU can be

expressed as follows:

fU=
1√

M
(x)
usM

(y)
us

ΦU
(
θU ,ψU ,M

(x)
us ,M

(y)
us

)
⊙GU∈C1×Mus , (6)

where GU=[g
(x)
1 ,...,g

(x)
Mus

,g
(y)
1 ,...,g

(y)
Mus

] is the vector contain-
ing the gain values for Rx URA with g

(x)
p (g(y)q ) is the

gain value of pth(qth) antenna for p = 1, · · · ,M (x)
us

(
q =

1, · · · ,M (y)
us

)
.

B. Problem Formulation

Based on the downlink and uplink RF beamforming stages,
we can write the total achieved SI as:

ASI = −10 log10

( 1

N

∑
n

∣∣fTUH(sub)
SI (:, :, n)fD

∣∣2). (7)

By steering the uplink and downlink beams to the desirable
directions (i.e. θ̂U = θU , θ̂D = θD, ψ̂U = ψU , ψ̂D = ψD),
the Tx and Rx directivities reach their maxima as follows:
|ΦT

D(θD, ψD,M
(x)
ds ,M

(y)
ds )fD(θD, ψD,M

(x)
ds ,M

(y)
ds )|2 =Mds,

|fTU (θU , ψU ,M (x)
us ,M

(y)
us )ΦU (θU , ψU ,M

(x)
us ,M

(y)
us )|2 =Mus.

(8)
For a FD mMIMO system consisting of RF beamformers
fD and fU with variable gain controllers, and using URA
SC-HBF architecture at Tx and Rx of BS, the SI can be
minimized by finding the uplink and downlink perturbation
angles {(θ̂U , θ̂D), (ψ̂U , ψ̂D)} jointly with Tx/Rx variable gain
controller coefficient optimization. Then, we can formulate the
joint optimization problem for SI suppression as:

3This paper presents a simple scenario with a single uplink and downlink
UE to investigate the SI suppression in FD mMIMO systems. However, the
proposed scheme can be applied to multiple uplink and multiple downlink
UEs, which is left as our future work.



min{̂
θD,θ̂U ,ψ̂D,ψ̂U
g1,··· ,gMds
g1,··· ,gMus

}1

N

∑
n

∣∣fTU (ψ̂U ,θ̂U,GU)H
(sub)
SI (:, :, n)fD(ψ̂D,θ̂D,GD)

∣∣2
s.t. C1 :Mds−|ΦT

D(θD, ψD,Mds)fD(ψ̂D,θ̂D,GD,Mds)|2 ≤ ϵ,

C2 :Mus−|fTU (ψ̂U,θ̂U,GU,Mus)ΦU(θU , ψU ,Mus)|2 ≤ ϵ,

C3 : ψ̂D, ψ̂U , θ̂D, θ̂U ∈ [0, 2π],

C4 : g1, · · · , gMds
∈ [0, 1],

C5 : g1, · · · , gMus
∈ [0, 1], (9)

where C1 and C2 refer to the directivity degradation con-
straints in downlink and uplink UE directions, respectively,
i.e., to limit the directivity degradation from the main beam
directions {(θU , θD), (ψU , ψD)} to a small value ϵ. The con-
straint C3 limits the perturbed angles range between 0 and
2π, whereas the constraints C4 and C5 confine the Tx and
Rx variable gains within the continuous range from 0 to 1.
The optimization problem defined in (9) is non-convex and
intractable due to the non-linearity constraints.

IV. PROPOSED NON-CONSTANT MODULUS RF
BEAMFORMING-BASED SI SUPPRESSION SCHEME

We propose a particle swarm optimization (PSO)-based SI
minimization scheme, which optimizes the Tx and Rx variable
gain controllers coefficients jointly with the optimal uplink
and downlink beam directions θ̂D, θ̂U while satisfying the
constraints of directivity degradation (C1 and C2), uplink and
downlink perturbed beam search space (C3), and Tx/Rx gain
controller values (C4 and C5). The algorithm starts with a
swarm of total P particles, each with its own position, velocity,
and fitness value, which are randomly placed in optimization
search space of perturbation coefficients. During a total of T
iterations, the particle p communicates with others, and move
for the exploration of the optimization space to find the optimal
solution. We define the perturbation vector X(t)

p as:
X(t)
p = [θ̂pD, θ̂

p
U , ψ̂

p
D, ψ̂

p
U , g

p
1 , · · · , g

p
Mds

, gp1 , · · · , g
p
Mus

], (10)
where p = 1, . . . , P and t = 0, 1, . . . , T . For each pth particle,
by substituting (10) in (5) and (6), the downlink and uplink
RF beamformers fD(X

(t)
p ) and fU (X

(t)
p ) can be obtained

as function of perturbation angles (θ̂pD, ψ̂pD) and (θ̂pU , ψ̂pU ),
and gain controller coefficients (gp1 , · · · , g

p
Mds

, gp1 , · · · , g
p
Mus

)
respectively. By using (7), we can write the total achieved SI
suppression as follows:

ASI(X
(t)
p )=−10log10

(1
N

∑
n

∣∣fTU (X(t)
p )H

(sub)
SI (:,:,n)fD(X

(t)
p )

∣∣2).
(11)

At the tth iteration, the individual best for the pth particle as
well as the current best among all particles within the swarm
are respectively found as follows:

X
(t)
best,p = argmin

X
(t∗)
p ,∀t∗=0,1,··· ,t

ASI(X
(t∗)
p ), (12)

X
(t)
best = argmin

X
(t)
best,p,∀p=0,1,··· ,P

ASI(X
(t)
best,p). (13)

The convergence of the proposed PSO-based joint optimization
scheme for enhanced SI suppression depends on the velocity
vector wp for both personal best Xbest,p and global best Xbest

solutions, which is defined as:
w(t+1)
p =Ω1(X

(t)
best−X

(t)
p )+Ω2(X

(t)
best,p−X

(t)
p )+Ω

(t)
3 w(t)

p , (14)

Algorithm 1: Proposed NCM-BF-SIS Algorithm

Input: P, T , H(sub)
SI , (θD, ψD), (θU , ψU ).

Output: θ̂D, θ̂U , ψ̂D, ψ̂U , g1, · · · , gMds
, g1, · · · , gMus

.
1 for t = 0 : T do
2 for p = 1 : P do
3 if t = 0 then
4 Initialize the velocity as w

(0)
p = 0.

5 Initialize X
(t)
p uniformly distributed in

[XLow,XUpp].
6 else
7 Update the velocity w

(t)
p via (14).

8 Update the vector X(t)
p via (15).

9 end
10 Find the personal best X(t)

p,best,n via (12).
11 end
12 Find the global best X(t)

best as in (13).
13 end

where w
(t)
p is the velocity of the pth particle at the tth

iteration, Ω1,Ω2 are the random diagonal matrices with the
uniformly distributed entries over [0, 2], and represent the
inter-particle relationships and the tendency of each particle to
move toward its personal best, respectively. Additionally, we
introduce Ω3 =

(
T−1
T

)
I(2ND+2NU ), a diagonal inertia weight

matrix, which helps find the balance between exploration and
exploitation for optimal solution in search space. By using
(14), the position of each particle is updated as:

X(t+1)
p = clip

(
X(t)
p +w(t+1)

p ,XLow,XUpp

)
. (15)

Here, we have XUpp ∈ R(2ND+2NU ) and XLow ∈
R(2ND+2NU ), which represent the upper and lower boundaries
for the perturbation coefficients, respectively and they are de-
termined based on the predefined limits for each perturbation
coefficient specified in C1-C5. To ensure that the coefficients
stay within these boundaries, we employ the clipping function,
defined as clip(y, i, j) = min(max(y, i), j). Also, unlike
sub-optimal approach, we here consider each perturbation
coefficient as a continuous variable inside its boundary. The
proposed joint optimization scheme for enhanced SI suppres-
sion using PSO is summarized in Algorithm 1.

V. ILLUSTRATIVE RESULTS

In this section, we present the Monte-Carlo simulation
results to illustrate the performance of the proposed SI sup-
pression scheme in FD mMIMO systems. Particularly, we
investigate the achieved SI level by the design of RF stages
using NCM-BF-SIS scheme. We consider ND = NU = 1
RF chain to serve a single uplink and a downlink UE with
2×2 and 4×4 URA sub-array configurations for the results
presented hereafter. For PSO, we use P = 20,Ω1 = Ω2 = 2
and Ω3 = 1.1. In the following, we present the achieved SI
suppression results using the proposed NCM-BF-SIS scheme
at different uplink and downlink UE angular locations.

In Fig. 2, we present the achieved SI using 2 × 2 URA
SC-HBF architecture over a bandwidth of 20 MHz, and
compare the performance of NCM-BF-SIS with the following



(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 2. Achieved SI suppression of proposed NCM-BF-SIS with 2×2 sub-array at 20 MHz bandwidth. (a) versus ψD and ψU for fixed (θD = θU = 90◦).
(b) versus θD and θU for fixed (ψD = ψU = 90◦). (c) versus ψD and θD for fixed (θU = ψU = 90◦).

two SI suppression schemes: 1) maximum-directivity-based
beamforming scheme (MD-BF-SIS), and 2) constant-modulus
RF beamforming scheme (CM-BF-SIS)4. In Fig. 2(a), we plot
the achieved SI suppression for varying uplink and downlink
azimuth locations (i.e., {ψD, ψU} ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 180◦})
for fixed uplink and downlink elevation angles (i.e., θD =
θU = 90◦). It can be seen that compared to MD-BF-SIS, both
NCM-BF-SIS and CM-BF-SIS schemes can provide more
uplink-downlink angle-pairs for an enhanced SI suppression.
However, the proposed NCM-BF-SIS can achieve the best
SI suppression when compared to MD-BF-SIS and CM-BF-
SIS schemes, and can bring SI level down to -79.5 dB. The
proposed NCM-BF-SIS can further reduce the SI level by
around -20 dB and -4 dB versus MD-BF-SIS and CM-BF-SIS
schemes, respectively. In Fig. 2(b), we compare the achieved
SI for varying uplink and downlink elevation angles (i.e.,
{θD, θU} ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 90◦}) for fixed ψD = ψU = 90◦.
The results show that the proposed NCM-BF-SIS scheme can
achieve an SI suppression of -75 dB or lower for almost 70
% of the (θD, θU ) angle-pairs. Similarly, Fig. 2(c) depicts
the SI levels for varying downlink angular locations (i.e.,
θD ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 90◦}, ψD ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 180◦}) for fixed
uplink angular location θU = ψU = 90◦. The proposed NCM-
BF-SIS scheme can achieve SI suppression upto -80 dB. Thus,
compared to MD-BF-SIS and CM-BF-SIS schemes, jointly
optimizing beam angles with gain controller coefficients in
NCM-BF-SIS can significantly enhance SI suppression.

In Fig. 3, we present the achieved SI using a 4 × 4 URA
SC-HBF architecture at 20 MHz bandwidth, and compare the
performance of NCM-BF-SIS with MD-BF-SIS and CM-BF-
SIS schemes. In Fig. 3(a), the achieved SI suppression for
varying uplink and downlink azimuth locations for fixed uplink
and downlink elevation angle θD = θU = 90◦ is presented,
which shows the proposed NCM-BF-SIS can achieve the
best SI suppression at all ψD − ψU angle-pairs. Moreover,
compared to 2× 2 URA, a 4× 4 URA sub-array can provide

4In MD-BF-SIS, fD and fU steer the beams at exact user locations (i.e.,
(θD, ψD) and (θU , ψU ) while in CM-BF-SIS, beam angles are optimized
(i.e., θ̂D, ψ̂D, θ̂U , ψ̂U ) to construct the RF stages with fixed gain controllers.

better performance as the 4 × 4 array can generate narrower
beams than 2 × 2 sub-array, which results in enhanced SI
suppression. Similarly, Fig. 3(b) compares the achieved SI
suppression for different uplink/downlink angle-pairs. The
results show that NCM-BF-SIS diminishes the strong SI for
any uplink and downlink angle-pair. For instance, the SI can
be reduced by -70 dB or lower for any uplink-downlink
angle-pair (θD, θU ) for a fixed ψU = ψD = 90◦. In Fig.
3(c), we show the achieved SI levels for different downlink
user locations (i.e., {θD, ψD} ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 180◦}) for
fixed uplink user location θU = ψU = 90◦. It can be seen
that the proposed NCM-BF-SIS scheme can attain the SI
suppression of -75 dB or lower at all (θD, ψD) angle-pairs,
whereas MD-BF-SIS scheme can bring the SI level down to
-75 dB or lower for only a single (θD, ψD) angle-pair. Thus,
the proposed NCM-BF-SIS significantly alleviate SI for any
uplink-downlink user location (for instance, out of 28 possible
(θD, ψD) angle-pairs, NCM-BF-SIS achieve SI suppression of
≤ -75 dB for all 28 pairs, whereas MD-BF-SIS can provide
SI suppression of ≤ -75 dB for only a single angle-pair). As
a result, NCM-BF-SIS can provide more DoF in enhancing
FD communications performance irrespective of uplink and
downlink user locations.

Finally, Table I presents the detailed comparison of achieved
SI suppression using different URA SC-HBF sizes (2 × 2
and 4 × 4) for NCM-BF-SIS, CM-BF-SIS, and MD-BF-
SIS schemes over a bandwidth of 20 MHz. Here, we con-
sider varying uplink and downlink azimuth locations (i.e.,
{ψD, ψU} ∈ {0◦ : 30◦ : 180◦}) for fixed uplink and downlink
elevation angles (i.e., θD = θU = 90◦), and provide the results
for best, worst, and average SI suppression. The analysis can
be summarized as follows: 1) we can achieve the best SI
suppression of around -80 dB by using the proposed NCM-
BF-SIS scheme when using either 2 × 2 or 4 × 4 URA
sub-array; 2) increasing the number of antennas can provide
an enhanced SI suppression (for instance, 4 × 4 URA sub-
array can provide more uplink-downlink UE angle-pairs for
increased SI suppression than a 2× 2 URA sub-array); 3) the
proposed NCM-BF-SIS can provide an average SI suppression
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Fig. 3. Achieved SI suppression of proposed NCM-BF-SIS with 4×4 sub-array at 20 MHz bandwidth. (a) versus ψD and ψU for fixed (θD = θU = 90◦).
(b) versus θD and θU for fixed (ψD = ψU = 90◦). (c) versus ψD and θD for fixed (θU = ψU = 90◦).

TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF PROPOSED NCM-BF-SIS SCHEME.

Sub-Array
Configuration

Proposed MD-BF-SIS
NCM-BF-SIS CM-BF-SIS

2× 2
(URA)

Best -79.6 -77.2 -74.2
Worst -36.6 -34.6 -32.2
Avg -70.2 -67.3 -49.3

4× 4
(URA)

Best -79.6 -78.2 -74.2
Worst -36.7 -35.4 -33.1
Avg -72.3 -69.4 -54.4

1× 4
(ULA)

Best -78.69 -76.6 -67.3
Worst -34.2 -33.4 -30.2
Avg -61.8 -57.4 -49.2

gain of around -20 dB and -4 dB when compared to MD-BF-
SIS and CM-BF-SIS schemes, respectively; and 4) the URA
sub-array configuration can minimize SI more effectively than
ULA sub-array (for example, an average SI suppression of
2× 2 is around -9 dB lower than 1× 4 ULA sub-array).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have considered a FD mMIMO system us-
ing a URA SC-HBF architecture for enhanced SI suppression.
By utilizing the measured SI channel in an anechoic chamber,
we have proposed the non-constant modulus RF beamforming-
based SI suppression scheme, which designs the uplink and
downlink RF beamforming stages to jointly optimize: 1) uplink
and downlink beam angles; and 2) variable gain controllers, to
minimize the strong SI in mMIMO systems. We have proposed
a swarm intelligence-based algorithmic solution to find the op-
timal beam angles combined with gain controllers coefficients
while satisfying the directivity degradation constraints in both
uplink and downlink directions. The illustrative results show
that the proposed NCM-BF-SIS scheme with perturbed beam
angles and tuned coefficients can achieve SI suppression as low
as -80 dB for FD mMIMO systems. Moreover, compared to
ULA sub-array, the URA sub-array can provide an additional
SI suppression of around -9 dB.
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