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Abstract—Efficient channel state information (CSI) compres-
sion is crucial in frequency division duplexing (FDD) massive
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems due to excessive
feedback overhead. Recently, deep learning-based compression
techniques have demonstrated superior performance across var-
ious data types, including CSI. However, these approaches often
experience performance degradation when the data distribution
changes due to their limited generalization capabilities. To
address this challenge, we propose a model fine-tuning approach
for CSI feedback in massive MIMO systems. The idea is to fine-
tune the encoder/decoder network models in a dynamic fashion
using the recent CSI samples. First, we explore encoder-only fine-
tuning, where only the encoder parameters are updated, leaving
the decoder and latent parameters unchanged. Next, we consider
full-model fine-tuning, where the encoder and decoder models are
jointly updated. Unlike encoder-only fine-tuning, full-model fine-
tuning requires the updated decoder and latent parameters to
be transmitted to the decoder side. To efficiently handle this, we
propose different prior distributions for model updates, such as
uniform and truncated Gaussian to entropy code them together
with the compressed CSI and account for additional feedback
overhead imposed by conveying the model updates. Moreover, we
incorporate quantized model updates during fine-tuning to reflect
the impact of quantization in the deployment phase. Our results
demonstrate that full-model fine-tuning significantly enhances the
rate-distortion (RD) performance of neural CSI compression.
Furthermore, we analyze how often the full-model fine-tuning
should be applied in a new wireless environment and identify an
optimal period interval for achieving the best RD trade-off.

Index Terms—CSI compression, massive MIMO, deep learn-
ing, fine-tuning.

I. INTRODUCTION

MASSIVE Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO) is
one of the key enabling technologies for 5G and

beyond. By equipping the base station (BS) with massive
antenna arrays, a large number of users can be served simul-
taneously through high-resolution beamforming techniques,
resulting in remarkable spectral efficiency. To enable massive
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MIMO technology, channel state information (CSI) must be
available at both the BS and user sides. Various channel
estimation techniques can be employed to estimate CSI by
observing pilot signals. In time-division duplexing (TDD),
only downlink/uplink channels need to be estimated, as the
other channel can be derived thanks to reciprocity. However,
in frequency-division duplexing (FDD), reciprocity does not
hold, so the channels in both directions need to be estimated
and fed back [1], [2].

To enable FDD transmission for massive MIMO systems,
CSI compression techniques are critical to circumvent exces-
sive feedback overhead. Various CSI compression techniques
have been studied in the literature by employing compressed
sensing [3], [4], vector quantization [5], [6], and more recently
deep learning tools [7]–[15]. Due to strong spatial correla-
tion, the CSI matrix can exhibit sparsity in certain domains,
and compressed sensing methodologies can be applied to
efficiently compress the large CSI matrix [3], [4]. However,
these algorithms often struggle to find the best basis to
project the CSI matrix to lower dimensions. Furthermore,
compressed sensing-based algorithms are iterative and time-
consuming, making them infeasible for deployment in mas-
sive MIMO channels. Similarly, in vector quantization for
CSI compression [5], [6], the overhead scales linearly with
the channel dimension, rendering it impractical for massive
MIMO systems.

Recent advances in data-driven compression approaches,
driven by the progress in neural network (NN) architectures
have gained substantial interest in all data modalities [16].
Neural data compression is a machine learning technique that
performs the compression task using deep neural networks
(DNNs). Current research in neural compression is largely
driven by the development of deep generative models such
as generative adversarial networks (GANs) [17], variational
autoencoders (VAEs) [18], normalizing flows [19], and au-
toregressive models [20] for image and video compression.
These models have proven effective in capturing complex data
distributions, which is crucial for achieving high compression
rates while maintaining data fidelity.

In the wireless communication domain, the first neural CSI
compressor was introduced in [7], where the authors used
a simple convolutional neural network (CNN) auto-encoder
architecture for dimension reduction of a massive MIMO
channel matrix. Later, numerous network architectures and
machine learning techniques have been proposed to further
improve the CSI compression efficiency [8]–[11]. While most
works formulated the problem in terms of the dimensions of
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the reduced CSI matrix, the feedback channels must ultimately
convey the CSI matrix in bits, necessitating additional quanti-
zation in the latent space. In [14] and [21], the authors formu-
lated the problem in the rate-distortion (RD) framework and
further improved the neural CSI compressor performance by
incorporating the learned entropy encoding/decoding blocks.
They utilized a weighted RD loss function to minimize mean
squared error (MSE) and the average bit rate overhead con-
sidering a variable-rate compression scheme.

Machine learning models often perform remarkably well
on test sets with a distribution similar to their training data
but can fail catastrophically in deployment when the data
distribution shifts. Such shifts can arise from various factors,
including temporal changes, domain variations, or sampling
biases, and pose significant challenges in many real-world
applications [22]. Several approaches, such as transfer learning
[23], data augmentation [24], and domain adaptation [25], can
be employed to enhance the robustness of machine learning
models against distribution shift and improve their general-
ization capabilities. In transfer learning, models trained on
generic datasets are fine-tuned for the target domain. Data
augmentation improves generalization by artificially generat-
ing diverse training samples. Domain adaptation, on the other
hand, aligns source and target domain distributions through
techniques such as instance re-weighting or feature alignment.

Distribution shift is a common phenomenon in wireless
networks. The statistics of the underlying wireless channel
change due to various factors such as user mobility, envi-
ronmental changes, or variations in interference from other
devices. When the channel distribution deviates from initial
assumptions or models, the efficiency of algorithms for tasks
such as channel estimation [26], signal detection [27], etc
can degrade. Consequently, maintaining robust communication
requires adaptive strategies that can adjust to these shifts.
In the context of CSI compression for FDD massive MIMO
systems, most models in the literature are trained and tested
using data from the same environment, e.g., within a specific
macro-cell coverage area. However, this would require users
to either store or download [28] new models for every new
cell they enter, making these approaches infeasible in practice.
Therefore, it is crucial to develop techniques that can overcome
the distribution shift problem in CSI compression.

A few works have studied the effect of distribution shift
in the CSI compression problem [29]–[31]. In [29], a deep
transfer learning method is used to handle the distribution
shift and reduce training costs. Additionally, a model-agnostic
meta-learning algorithm is proposed to reduce the number of
CSI samples needed for training the pre-trained model. A
lightweight translation model and data augmentation method
based on domain knowledge are introduced in [30]. Specif-
ically, to adapt to new channel conditions, the authors pro-
pose an efficient scenario-adaptive CSI feedback architecture,
“CSI-TransNet,” and an efficient deep unfolding-based CSI
compression network, “SPTM2-ISTANet+.” A single-encoder-
to-multiple-decoders (S-to-M) approach is presented in [31],
where the authors use multi-task learning to integrate multiple
independent autoencoders into a unified architecture featuring
a shared encoder and several task-specific decoders.

These prior works tackling the distribution shift problem
in CSI compression have primarily concentrated on vanilla
autoencoder-based CSI compression, neglecting bit-level CSI
compression [29]–[31]. However, in practice, to effectively
encode the low-dimensional latent space, quantization, and
entropy encoding/decoding must be employed. Additionally,
existing solutions either ignore the overhead required to feed-
back model updates to the decoder side [29], [30], leave the
pre-trained neural CSI compressor unchanged during fine-
tuning [30], or impose restrictive conditions such as requiring
the same encoder for different channel scenarios and limiting
the fine-tuning to a finite number of models [31].

To address the problem of distribution shift in neural CSI
compression, we explore a different approach by fine-tuning
the encoder and decoder models in an end-to-end fashion using
a small number of recent measurements. Since the encoder
(i.e., the user) has access to the CSI matrices to be compressed,
it can track the data statistics, and continuously adapt the
encoder and decoder parameters through gradual fine-tuning.
The challenge here is that the updates to the decoder side
would need to be communicated over the feedback link, which
introduces additional overhead. Our goal is to develop a neural
CSI fine-tuning algorithm that optimizes latent rate and distor-
tion loss while accounting for the feedback overhead needed
for model updates. The key differences and contributions of
this work are summarized as follows:

• Training large neural networks typically requires pro-
hibitively high computational complexity, which is im-
practical. To overcome this, we employ a low-complexity
backbone model trained on a generic dataset, thereby
minimizing training and deployment costs. This back-
bone model is later fine-tuned with a small number of
measurements for specific channel scenarios, simplifying
the fine-tuning process.

• For end-to-end fine-tuning of the trained autoencoder
model, we initially focus on fine-tuning the encoder
weights while freezing the decoder and latent prior
weights. In this scenario, no additional feedback for
model updates is sent from the encoder to the decoder.
The simulation results reveal that no noticeable improve-
ment can be achieved by only fine-tuning the encoder
parameters, highlighting the importance of full-model
fine-tuning.

• To fine-tune the entire model—including the encoder,
decoder, and quantized latent prior—both the compressed
CSI and model updates need to be fed back. We ac-
count for the rate of model updates transmitted to the
decoder and apply priors such as uniform and truncated
Gaussian distributions to entropy code them. Simulation
results demonstrate that full-model fine-tuning signif-
icantly improves RD performance. Moreover, we use
quantized model updates during fine-tuning to account
for the effects of quantization at the deployment phase
and show that incorporating quantized model updates
enhances fine-tuning efficiency.

• Next, we analyze how often fine-tuning should be ap-
plied to update the models. The less the model update
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frequency is, the smaller the bit rate cost for model
updates, but the higher the compression rate to achieve
the same CSI distortion due to the mismatch between
training and test statistics. On the other hand, a higher
model update frequency would make CSI compression
more efficient, but at the cost of increased bit rate cost for
model update feedback. Our analysis identifies an optimal
update frequency resulting in the best RD trade-off.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
introduces the model for the FDD massive MIMO system as
well as our low-complexity backbone neural CSI compressor.
In Section III, we present the encoder-only and full-model fine-
tuning algorithms. Section IV provides numerical simulations
and compares different fine-tuning schemes in terms of the
RD trade-off. Finally, Section V concludes the paper.

Throughout the paper, the following notations are used:
Matrices are represented using bold uppercase letters, while
bold lowercase letters denote vectors. The transpose is denoted
by the superscript (·)T . We use E to denote expectation
and || · || to represent the norm. The symbols ⌊·⌉, ⌊·⌋, and
⌈·⌉ are used to define the round, floor, and ceil operations,
respectively.

II. FDD MASSIVE MIMO AND BACKBONE NEURAL CSI
COMPRESSOR

A. FDD Massive MIMO

We consider FDD transmission, where a massive MIMO
BS serves several single-antenna users. The BS is equipped
with a uniform linear array (ULA) of Nt antennas. Orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) is used for downlink
transmission across Nc subcarriers. For each subcarrier m, let
hm ∈ CNt denote the channel vector from the BS to one of
the users, wm ∈ CNt the transmit precoding vector, xm ∈ C
the transmitted data symbol, and nm ∈ C the additive noise.
The received signal at the user over that subcarrier is given
by:

ym = hTmwmxm + nm. (1)

The downlink CSI matrix in the spatial-frequency domain
is denoted by:

H = [h1, . . . ,hNc ] ∈ CNt×Nc . (2)

CSI is crucial for precoding the transmitted signal in down-
link transmission and decoding the received uplink signal. In
FDD systems, the reciprocity between uplink and downlink
channels does not hold, necessitating pilot signal transmission
from both the user and the BS. After receiving these pilot
signals, the downlink and uplink channels are estimated at
the user and the BS, respectively. For downlink transmission,
each user sends its estimated channel matrix back to the BS
via a feedback link. In massive MIMO systems, the channel
matrix is large, making it extremely expensive in terms of
bandwidth to feedback the entire channel matrix. To address
this bottleneck, CSI compression is typically employed. In
this process, the CSI matrix is compressed by the user by
mapping it to a codeword from a compression codebook. The
BS then reconstructs the channel matrix in a lossy fashion.

The goal of CSI compression in FDD massive MIMO systems
is to minimize the reconstruction loss while adhering to a
prescribed feedback bit rate constraint from the user to the
BS.

B. Backbone Neural CSI Compressor

While many prior works on CSI compression have focused
on optimizing the distortion loss associated with feedbacking
a low-dimensional representation of the CSI matrix, they often
overlook optimizing the bit rate required to transmit the com-
pressed CSI matrix. An exception to this is the works in [14],
[21]. Building on [14], [21], we prioritize optimizing the RD
trade-off in CSI compression, rather than solely minimizing
the distortion achieved through dimensionality reduction of
the CSI matrix.

To this end, we incorporate quantization, entropy encoding,
and entropy decoding to optimize the feedback rate during
the training of a neural CSI compressor. Our neural CSI
compressor, denoted by c = (fϕ, gθ, γθ), comprises a feature
encoder fϕ : CNt×Nc → Z , parameterized by ϕ, a feature
decoder gθ : Z → CNt×Nc and an entropy code γθ, jointly
parameterized by θ [16]. For simplicity, we use the same
symbol (θ) for the parameter space of the feature decoder and
the entropy code.

The encoder maps each CSI matrix H ∈ CNt×Nc to a
latent representation Z ∈ Z . This latent representation is
quantized into bits and transmitted losslessly to the receiver
using a variable-length entropy code. Let Z̄ = Q(Z) de-
note the quantized latent representation, where Q(·) is the
quantization operation. Entropy encoder converts the quantized
latent values to a bit stream using a lossless coding scheme,
bz = γθ(Z̄; pθ), where pθ is the prior probability modeling the
distribution of the latent space.

At the decoder, entropy decoder is first applied to re-
cover the quantized latent vector from the bit stream, Z =
γ−1(bz; pθ); and the de-quantization function is applied to
recover the continuous latent values, Ẑ = Q−1(Z). We
should stress that Q−1(·) is not necessarily representing the
inverse of Q(·) and this function is not bijective in lossy
compression. Both the encoder and decoder utilize a shared
entropy code γθ with a prior probability pθ to ensure the
lossless transmission of the quantized latent representation Z̄.
The feature decoder reconstructs the decompressed CSI matrix
from the de-quantized latent representation Ẑ, expressed as
Ĥ = gθ

(
Ẑ
)

.

Let the distortion function be denoted as ρ : H × Ĥ →
[0,∞), representing the error between the ground truth CSI
matrix and its corresponding reconstruction. Typically, this
error is calculated as the squared error ρ(H, Ĥ) ∝ ∥H−Ĥ∥2.
In lossy compression, we can formalize the distortion as
follows:

D(c) = E
[
ρ(H, Ĥ)

]
, (3)

where the expectation is taken over the random realization
of the channel matrix H, as we can limit our attention to
deterministic codes without loss of optimality [32]. If we
define the bit length corresponding to the CSI matrix H as
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l(H) := |γθ (Q (fϕ(H)))|, then the average bit rate can be
defined as follows:

R(c) = E [l(H)] , (4)

which, in principle, represents the number of bits required for
encoding the CSI matrix H. This average can be approximated
by the entropy of the quantized values:

R(c) = E
[
−log2pθ(Z̄)

]
. (5)

The objective here is to jointly minimize the distortion
and rate with respect to the encoder, decoder, and latent pa-
rameters. According to rate-distortion theory, the fundamental
limits of lossy compression can be characterized through a
conditional distribution pĤ|H. The RD function is then given
by:

R(D) = inf
pĤ|H:E[ρ(H,Ĥ)]≤D

I
[
H; Ĥ

]
, (6)

where I[H, Ĥ] is the mutual information between the CSI
matrix H and its reconstruction Ĥ. Theoretically, this optimal
rate can be achieved using vector quantization but requires
compressing many independent realizations of the channel ma-
trix jointly. This approach is intractable with high-dimensional
data; and moreover, in practice, we need to compress each
CSI matrix individually. To circumvent this problem, an op-
erational rate-distortion trade-off can be defined, where we
denote the set of all acceptable codecs under consideration by
C:

RO(D) = inf
c∈C:E[ρ(H,Ĥ)]≤D

E[l(H)], (7)

which can be optimized by introducing the Lagrangian:

L(λ, c) = R(c) + λD(c) = E[l(H)] + λE[ρ(H, Ĥ)]. (8)

For any λ, the minimum of the above objective over C
yields an optimal codec c∗. Here, λ acts as a regularizer that
governs the trade-off between the rate and distortion terms.
Larger values of λ push the neural CSI compressor toward
the higher bit-rate region with a better distortion performance,
and vice versa. By applying the MSE function for distortion,
the RD loss is formulated in (9) at the bottom of this page.
Furthermore, it has been shown that the rate-distortion for
lossy compression can be interpreted as a VAE [33], and an
upper bound on the rate-distortion function is given by:

LRD(ϕ, θ) = DKL[qϕ(z|x)∥pθ(z)]+λEqϕ(z|x)[− log pθ(x|z)],
(10)

where qϕ(z|x) is the encoder conditional distribution pa-
rameterized by ϕ, pθ(x|z) is the decoder conditional dis-
tribution parameterized by θ, and pθ(z) is the latent prior
parameterized jointly with the decoder parameters by θ.
Eqϕ(z|x) [−logpθ(x|z)] represents the expected log-likelihood
of the data given the latent variable z. This can be seen
as minimizing the distortion D, where distortion measures
how well the reconstructed data matches the original data.

The KL divergence term DKL [qϕ(z|x)||pθ(z)] measures the
divergence between the learned latent distribution qϕ(z|x) and
the prior pθ(z). This term acts as a regularizer, ensuring that
the latent representation z does not deviate too much from the
prior, which can be interpreted as controlling the rate R.

Fig. 1 depicts our encoder/decoder architectures, where the
input consists of the real and imaginary parts of the spatial-
frequency channel matrix. The encoder function fϕ comprises
several convolutional layers with accompanying activation
functions that transform the high-dimensional massive MIMO
channel matrix H into a lower-dimensional latent representa-
tion. Specifically, for the first two layers, we apply convolu-
tional layers with 16 kernels and ReLU activation functions,
while for the last layer, the number of convolutional kernels is
2, and a linear activation function is applied. Max pooling is
used to reduce the dimension of the input spatial-frequency
channel matrix. We explore two different CSI dimensions,
256×512 and 64×64, throughout this paper. For the 256×512
case, we apply a pool size of 4 in the first layer and a pool
size of 2 in the next layer; for the 64×64 CSI dimension, a
pool size of 2 is applied across all layers except the last. This
max pooling strategy at the encoder yields compression ratios
of 64 and 16 for the 256×512 and 64×64 CSI dimensions,
respectively. Alternative compression ratios can be achieved
by adjusting this scheme.

After acquiring the low-dimensional latent space, quantiza-
tion and entropy coding are applied to transform the latent
representation into a bit sequence. Specifically, a uniform
scalar quantizer with a unit quantization bin is used to
convert continuous latent values into discrete values. Based
on the latent probability distribution learned during training,
a lossless compression algorithm such as range coding or
context-adaptive binary arithmetic coding (CABAC) is utilized
to entropy code the quantized latent space, resulting in a
variable-length bit stream. Incorporating quantization into the
compressor poses a challenge for training through backprop-
agation since the derivative of quantization is zero almost
everywhere. To circumvent this problem, a common practice
is to approximate the quantization by adding independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) uniform noise, ∆Z ∼ U(0, 1), to
the latent representation, i.e., Z̃ = Z + ∆Z. This approach
yields a differentiable upper bound on the number of bits
needed to compress the latent space. During inference, a more
accurate estimate of the number of compressed bits is obtained
using the actual quantization output, i.e., without i.i.d. uniform
noise.

On the decoder side, the entropy-coded quantized bit stream
is first decoded, and the low-dimensional channel matrix is re-
covered by the decoding network. The entropy encoder and de-
coder share the same prior distribution for the latent variable.
In our architecture, we adopt a fully factorized distribution
based on a neural network cumulative called DeepFactorized
[34]. This distribution leverages DNNs to learn and represent
the latent distributions while assuming certain factorization

LRD(ϕ, θ) = E
[
−log2pθ (Q (fϕ(H))) + λ∥gθ

(
Q−1 (Q(fϕ(H)))

)
−H∥2

]
. (9)
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Fig. 1: The neural CSI compressor architecture for 256×512
(64×64) CSI dimension.

properties. The decoder neural network, function gθ in our
model depicted in Fig. 1, consists of convolutional layers, each
with a kernel size of 5. Similar to the encoder network, the
ReLU activation function is used throughout. To reconstruct
the large channel matrix from the low-dimensional entropy-
decoded representation, an upsampling function is applied. For
a CSI dimension of 256×512, upsampling factors of 4 and 2
are used at the decoder network, while for a CSI dimension
of 64×64, an upsampling factor of 2 is applied in all layers
except the last.

C. Experimental Evaluation of The Backbone Neural CSI
Compressor

To assess the performance of the trained neural CSI com-
pressor, we utilize the DeepMIMO dataset, which constructs
the MIMO channels based on ray-tracing simulations from
Remcom Wireless InSite [35]. Specifically, we train our neural
CSI compressor in a static outdoor scenario referred as ‘O1’
at 3.5 GHz carrier frequency. More details about the param-
eter setup of this dataset in our simulations are provided in
Table I. We generate 11,200 and 28,965 channel realizations,
respectively, for 256× 512 and 64× 64 CSI dimensions and
separate 40%, 40%, and 20% of these CSI samples as the
training, validation, and test datasets, respectively. For training,
we utilize the RD loss function defined in (9). In particular,
the goal of training is to find optimal values for encoder
and decoder weights together with the factorized distribution
to be used in entropy coding. The backbone neural CSI
compressor is trained on Python 3.9 and implemented using
the TensorFlow libraries. We employ Adam optimizer with
a learning rate of 0.001 and batch size of 32 to update the
network parameters for 200 epochs.

We assess the performance of the neural CSI compressor
in terms of the RD trade-off achieved, where the distortion
is measured as the normalized mean squared error (NMSE),
defined as

NMSE ≜ E

[
∥H− Ĥ∥2

∥H∥2

]
, (11)

TABLE I: DeepMIMO dataset parameters

DeepMIMO parameters Value

Scenario O1
Center frequency 3.5 GHz
Number of paths 10
Active users from row 1100 to 2200
Active BS number BS 5
Bandwidth 50 MHz
Number of OFDM subcarriers 256 (64)
BS antennas Nx = 1, Ny = 512 (64), Nz = 1
UE antennas Nx = 1, Ny = 1, Nz = 1

4 6 8 10 12 14
Rate (kbits)

11.0

10.5
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(a) 256×512.
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(b) 64×64.

Fig. 2: RD performance of the backbone neural CSI
compressor for different CSI dimensions.

where H and Ĥ are the true and reconstructed channel
matrices, respectively. The bit rate of the entropy-coded latent
representation is estimated using (5).

The RD curve in Fig. 2 illustrates the performance of
our trained neural CSI compressor across various values of
λ. For the 256×512 CSI dimension, each point in the RD
plot corresponds to λ = 5 × 105, 106, 5 × 106, and 107,
while for the 64×64 case, the RD weights for each point are
λ = 5 × 104, 105, 5 × 105, and 106. This figure confirms
that the trained neural CSI compressor performs well when
tested with (unseen) CSI realizations sampled from the same
environment.

III. CSI FEEDBACK FINE-TUNING

One of the main challenges in using any learning method-
ologies, particularly in dynamic environments, is dealing with
distribution shifts. A distribution shift occurs when the statis-
tical properties of the data change between the training phase
and the deployment phase. Due to limited model capacity or
an insufficient amount of data, the performance of trained
models can significantly drop, hindering their effectiveness
in real-world applications. This phenomenon is particularly
problematic in applications like neural CSI compression in
wireless communication systems.

To analyze the effect of distribution shift, we test our trained
model in a completely different environment. Specifically, we
use two different datasets, QuaDRiGa [36] and DeepMIMO (in
a different scenario), to evaluate the RD performance of our
neural CSI compressor. In the QuaDRiGa channel generator,
we setup a simulation with a BS equipped with a uniform
linear array of 512 (64) antenna elements and 256 (64) OFDM
subcarriers, simulating an urban deployment with the BS on
a rooftop. The mobile user moves along a linear track of 350
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Fig. 3: Simulation layout of QuaDRiGa dataset [36].

TABLE II: QuaDRiGa dataset parameters

parameters Value

Center frequency 3.7 GHz
Bandwidth 50 MHz
Number of OFDM subcarriers 256 (64)
Number of BS Antennas 512 (64)
Number of user Antennas 1
User (initial) position (15, 415, 1.2)
BS position (267, 267, 60)
BS orientation π/2 (facing north)
Sample frequency 27.1521 samples/meter

meters at a speed of 5 km/h. The 3D model for this simulation
is based on the Madrid grid developed by the METIS project.
The simulation layout is shown in Fig. 3, and the parameters
for this dataset are summarized in Table II.

For the DeepMIMO dataset, we use a dynamic scenario
referred to as ‘O2 dynamic’. CSI realizations in this scenario
are captured across different scenes at a sampling rate of 100
ms. The top view of this scenario is shown in Fig. 4, which
features three streets and two intersections. Vehicles in the
streets change positions in each scene, out of 1,000 captured
scenes, and there are 2 BSs and 115,000 candidate users. The
simulation setup details for this scenario are summarized in
Table III.

To evaluate how well our neural CSI compressor performs in
these new environments, we assess the RD performance in Fig.
5. The model is tested on the QuaDRiGa dataset in Fig. 5a and
on the DeepMIMO ‘O2 dynamic’ dataset in Fig. 5b. As shown
in these plots, our trained neural CSI compressor struggles
with the new channel statistics and performs catastrophically.
These results highlight the need for an effective fine-tuning
strategy for the CSI compression problem in massive MIMO
systems.

A trained model can be adapted to new channel statistics
by exposing it to data samples from the new environment.
Fine-tuning a neural CSI compressor involves updating the
backbone model parameters, i.e., ϕ0 and θ0 for the encoder and
decoder network, respectively, that was trained on a generic
dataset (the ‘O1 static’ DeepMIMO dataset in our simulations).
Fine-tuning the backbone neural CSI compressor with new
CSI samples (the ‘O2 static’ DeepMIMO and QuaDRiGa
datasets in our simulations) results in updated parameters,
ϕ and θ, for the encoder and decoder network, respectively,

Fig. 4: The top view of the ‘O2 Dynamic’ scenario [37].

TABLE III: DeepMIMO dataset parameters

DeepMIMO parameters Value

Scenario O2 Dynamic
Center frequency 3.5 GHz
Number of paths 10
Active users from row 1 to 31
Scene number 1
Active BS number BS 1
Bandwidth 50 MHz
Number of OFDM subcarriers 256 (64)
BS antennas Nx = 1, Ny = 512 (64), Nz = 1
UE antennas Nx = 1, Ny = 1, Nz = 1

where only the decoder parameters need to be conveyed in
the bitstream. To fine-tune our model, we first introduce an
encoder-only fine-tuning scheme, followed by a focus on fine-
tuning the entire model end-to-end.

A. Encoder-Only Fine-Tuning

Updating the decoder and latent parameters requires con-
veying the model updates to the decoder side. Therefore, in
the first approach, we only update the encoder’s parameters
and freeze the decoder and latent weights. This approach
partially fine-tunes the trained model without needing any
additional feedback. The steps for encoder-only fine-tuning
are summarized in Algorithms 1 and 2. It is important to
emphasize that during fine-tuning and parameter updates, we
use CSI samples collected in the new environment, denoted
as HT. For evaluation, however, the fine-tuned network is
applied to CSI samples collected after the fine-tuning period,
denoted as HE. Fig. 6 shows how CSI samples are used for
the fine-tuning and evaluation phase in our considered fine-
tuning schemes. As demonstrated in Section IV, only a few
hundred CSI samples are sufficient to fine-tune the backbone
neural CSI compressor.

Although encoder-only fine-tuning is attractive due to its
simplicity as the encoder can fine-tune its parameters locally
with the available CSI samples, we show through simulations
in Section IV that it results in only a marginal boost in the
RD performance of our neural CSI compression.

B. Full-Model Fine-Tuning

In full-model fine-tuning, we aim to fine-tune the entire
model; that is, both the encoder and decoder network, while
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Fig. 5: RD plots for the backbone neural CSI compressor
trained on the DeepMIMO ‘O1 static’ dataset and tested on

(a) QuaDRiGa and (b) DeepMIMO ‘O2 dynamic’ CSI
samples.
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Fig. 6: CSI samples used for fine-tuning and evaluation. The
fine-tuned neural CSI compressor is evaluated using CSI

samples after the fine-tuning period.

accounting for the additional communication overhead for
the decoder model updates that must be conveyed from the
transmitter to the receiver. Specifically, we encode the decoder
model updates δ ≜ θ − θD alongside the latent space, i.e., z.
To encode the decoder model update vector, we first need to
quantize it. Unlike the unit bin quantization used for the latent
space, we employ a higher-resolution quantization for model
updates, as they vary only slightly depending on the learning
rate. In particular, we use N equispaced bins of width t and
define the quantization function for model updates as follows
[38]:

δ̄ = Qt(δ) = clip
(⌊

δ

t

⌉
t,− (N − 1)t

2
,
(N − 1)t

2

)
, (12)

where clipping and rounding operations are defined as:

clip(x, xmin, xmax) =


xmin, if x < xmin,

x, if xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax,

xmax, if x > xmax,

(13)

Algorithm 1 Encoder-only Fine-tuning - Encoder

Input: Global model parameters {θ0, ϕ0} trained on a generic
dataset, batch size B, CSI samples in the new environment
H = {HT,HE}.

Output: Compressed bitstream bz .
Initialize model parameters: ϕ = ϕ0, θ = θ0.
for epoch = 1 to num epochs do

for each batch b in HT do
Load data batch H ∈ {Hb}Bb=1 from HT.
Apply feature encoder and quantization, Z = fϕ(H)

and Z̃ = Z+∆Z.
Apply feature decoder, Ĥ = gθ(Z̃).
Compute RD loss LRD(ϕ, θ) according to equa-

tion (9).
Backpropagate and update ϕ using ∂LRD(ϕ, θ)/∂ϕ,

keeping θ fixed.
end for

end for
return Fine-tuned model parameters {ϕ∗}.
Compress H ∈ HE to latent representation Z̄ =
Q(fϕ∗(H)).
Entropy encode: bz = γθ0(Z̄; pθ0).

Algorithm 2 Encoder-only Fine-tuning - Decoder

Input: Global decoder model parameters trained on a generic
dataset θ0, bit stream bz .

Output: Decompressed CSI matrix Ĥ.
Apply entropy decoding and de-quantization Z̄ =
γ−1
θ0

(bz; pθ0), Ẑ = Q−1(Z̄).
Apply feature decoder network Ĥ = gθ0(Ẑ).

⌊x⌉ =

{
⌊x⌋, if x− ⌊x⌋ < 0.5,

⌈x⌉, if x− ⌊x⌋ ≥ 0.5.
(14)

Since both rounding and clipping are non-differentiable op-
erations, they hinder the training of our neural CSI compressor
through gradient descent. To address this issue, we employ
a common technique called the straight-through estimator
(STE) [39], where we approximate ∂Qt(δ)/∂δ = 1. Here, the
quantization bin is controlled by t, and N is a hyperparameter
that specifies the number of bins. Given that δ̄ = Qt(δ), the
discrete model prior p[δ̄] is derived by pushing forward p(δ)
through the quantization function Qt:

p[δ̄] =

∫
Q−1

t (δ̄)

p(δ) dδ

=

∫ δ̄+t/2

δ̄−t/2
p(δ) dδ

= P (δ < δ̄ + t/2)− P (δ < δ̄ − t/2).

(15)

This means that p[δ̄] represents the probability mass func-
tion of p(δ) within the bin centered at δ̄. It is computed as
the difference between the cumulative density function (CDF)
values of p(δ) at the boundaries of the bin.
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After quantization, a model prior p(δ) must be carefully
considered to entropy code the discrete model updates. Figure
7 shows an example of the histogram of model updates when
a learning rate of 0.0005 is used during backpropagation,
along with a uniform distribution and a truncated Gaussian
distribution. As observed in this figure these distributions
represent a good fit to the model updates, δ. Specifically, we
consider the uniform and truncated Gaussian distribution as
defined below

δ ∼ U(a, b), (16)

and
δ ∼ T N (µ, σ2, a, b), (17)

where the probability density function (PDF) of
T N (µ, σ2, a, b) is:

f(x) =

 1
σ

ψ( x−µ
σ )

Ψ( b−µ
σ )−Ψ( a−µ

σ )
if a ≤ x ≤ b,

0 otherwise,
(18)

where ψ(x) and Ψ(x) represent the PDF and cumulative
density function (CDF) of the standard Gaussian distribution,
respectively. These are defined as:

ψ(x) =
1√
2π
e−

x2

2 , (19)

Ψ(x) =

∫ x

−∞
ψ(t) dt. (20)

In Section IV, we explore both the uniform and truncated
Gaussian priors in full-model fine-tuning.

Note that we apply quantized decoder and latent parameters
during full-model fine-tuning to account for the quantization
errors expected in the deployment phase. By incorporating
quantized model updates, i.e., δ̄, during the decoding process,
the fine-tuned neural CSI compressor learns to handle the
quantization effectively. We summarize the encoding and
decoding of the full-model fine-tuning in Algorithms 3 and
4, respectively.

Algorithm 3 Full-model Fine-tuning - Encoding

Input: Global model parameters {θ0, ϕ0} trained on a generic
dataset, batch size B, CSI samples from a new environ-
ment H = {HT,HE}.

Output: Compressed bitstream b = (bδ̄, bz).
Initialize model parameters: ϕ = ϕ0, and θ = θ0
for epoch = 1 to num epochs do

for each batch b in HT do
Load data batch H ∈ {Hb}Bb=1 from HT.
Quantize updated decoder parameters: θ̄ =

Qt(δ) + θ0, with δ = θ − θ0.
Apply feature encoder and quantization, Z =

fϕ(H) and Z̃ = Z+∆Z.
Apply feature decoder, Ĥ = gθ̄(Z̃).
Compute loss LRD(ϕ, θ̄) according to equation (9).
Backpropagate using STE for Qt(δ), then update

θ, ϕ using gradients ∂LRD(ϕ, θ̄)/∂θ and ∂LRD(ϕ, θ̄)/∂ϕ.
end for

end for
return Fine-tuned model parameters {ϕ∗, θ∗}.
Compress H ∈ HE to latent representation Z̄ =
Q(fϕ∗(H)).
Compute quantized model parameters: θ̄ = θ0 + δ̄, with
δ̄ = Qt(θ

∗ − θ0).
Entropy encode: bδ̄ = γ(δ̄; p[δ̄]) and bz = γθ̄(Z̄; pθ̄).

Algorithm 4 Full-model Fine-tuning - Decoding

Input: Global model parameters θ0 trained on a generic
dataset, model prior p[δ̄], bitstream b = (bz, bδ̄).

Output: Decompressed CSI matrix Ĥ.
Entropy decode: δ̄ = γ−1(bδ̄; p[δ̄])
Compute decoder’s updated parameters under model prior:
θ̄ = θ0 + δ̄
Entropy decode latent under fine-tuned prior: Z̄ =
γ−1
θ̄

(bz; pθ̄)

Apply de-quantization and feature decoder: Ĥ =
Q−1(gθ̄(Z̄))

IV. PERFROMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness of various
fine-tuning schemes applied to the backbone model in a
new environment with varying channel statistics. We test our
fine-tuning approach using the QuaDRiGA and DeepMIMO
datasets, as introduced in Section III. Fine-tuning is performed
using a small number of CSI samples—specifically, 100
and 127 CSI instances for the QuaDRiGA and DeepMIMO
datasets, respectively.

Throughout the plots in this section, we refer to the follow-
ing schemes:

• “No FT” represents applying a pre-trained neural CSI
compressor without any fine-tuning in the new environ-
ment.

• “EO” shows the results for the encoder-only fine-tuning
scheme. We apply fine-tuning to the corresponding
trained neural CSI compressor at different λ values.
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Fig. 8: The RD plot for different fine-tuning schemes, applied to (a) QuaDRiGa and (b) DeepMIMO datasets.

• “FM” refers to the full-model fine-tuning scheme. We
apply different model update priors: the uniform prior,
marked as “FM-UP,” and the truncated Gaussian prior,
marked as “FM-TGP.” For CSI dimensions of 256×512,
we use t = 0.001, N = 50, µ = 0, σ = 0.01, a = −Nt,
b = Nt, and train for 300 epochs, while for 64×64 CSI
dimension, we apply higher resolution quantization and
longer training duration, specifically, we set t = 0.0005
and train for 800 epochs. In full-model fine-tuning, we
only fine-tune the low-bit-rate neural CSI compressor,
i.e., the one trained at λ = 5 × 105 for 256×512 CSI
dimension and λ = 5× 104, for 64×64 CSI dimension.

• “GA” represents a ‘genie-aided’ fine-tuning scheme,
where we assume that the decoder has perfect knowl-
edge of model updates without any additional feedback
overhead. The results for “GA” serve as a lower bound
for fine-tuning the neural CSI compressor. Similar to
“FM” fine-tuning, we only use the low-bit-rate trained
neural CSI compressor. The work in [29] can be regarded
as the “GA” scheme that we have considered in our
simulations, as the authors in [29] fine-tune a vanilla auto-
encoder without accounting for the overhead required for
model update feedback. For a fair comparison, we use our
backbone neural CSI compressor trained with the RD loss
function instead of the vanilla auto-encoder architecture

in [29].
• “TM” refers to the ‘translation module’ introduced in

[30]. This scheme, inspired by image-to-image translation
in computer vision, adapts the input data to a new domain
by utilizing the translation module. Specifically, convolu-
tional translation and retranslation modules are applied at
the encoder and decoder, respectively. We use the same
network architecture and sparsity-aligning function for
translation/retranslation modules as in [30]. Similar to
“EO” fine-tuning, we use neural CSI compressors trained
at different λ. Furthermore, we ignore the communication
overhead for feedbacking the retranslation module’s pa-
rameters to the decoder side to provide the lower bound
rate throughout the simulation for this scheme. Again, for
a fair comparison, we utilize the backbone neural CSI
compressor trained with the RD loss function as the pre-
trained network.

To the best of our knowledge, we have included all
major benchmarks for CSI compression fine-tuning in our
simulations, except for [31]. The work in [31] relies on a
finite number of datasets and decoder models, making a fair
comparison in our simulation setup impossible. We present a
comparison of the aforementioned fine-tuning schemes in Fig.
8 for the QuaDRiGa and DeepMIMO datasets, respectively.
We use a learning rate of 0.0005 in all simulations. Since the



10

6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5
Rate (kbits)

13.5

13.0

12.5

12.0

11.5

11.0

10.5
N

M
SE

 (d
B)

1 m
2 m4 m8 m

16 m

32 m

64 m

(i) 256× 512

1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00 2.25 2.50 2.75 3.00
Rate (kbits)

11.0

10.5

10.0

9.5

9.0

8.5

N
M

SE
 (d

B)

1 m

2 m
4 m8 m

16 m

32 m

64 m

(ii) 64× 64

(a) Truncated Gaussian prior

6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5
Rate (kbits)

13.5

13.0

12.5

12.0

11.5

11.0

10.5

N
M

SE
 (d

B)

1 m
2 m4 m

8 m

16 m

32 m

64 m

(i) 256× 512

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
Rate (kbits)

11.0

10.5

10.0

9.5

9.0

8.5

N
M

SE
 (d

B)
1 m

2 m4 m
8 m16 m

32 m

64 m

(ii) 64× 64

(b) Uniform prior

Fig. 9: Full-model RD performance across varying distances for the mobile user in the QuaDRiGa dataset.

translation module in [30] employs a brute-force algorithm
in its sparsity-aligning function, we exclude this fine-tuning
scheme for the CSI dimension 256 × 512 due to extreme
computational complexity. We evaluate all fine-tuning schemes
over 300 channel realizations. For the QuaDRiGa dataset,
this corresponds to a time equivalent to the user moving
approximately 11 meters. For the DeepMIMO dataset, this
corresponds to 30 seconds of channel realizations. The results
show that the “EO” and “TM” fine-tuning schemes yield
only marginal improvements in RD performance, whereas
the “FM” fine-tuning significantly enhances RD performance.
This finding underscores the importance of end-to-end fine-
tuning of the entire model. Furthermore, when comparing the
different prior distributions considered for model updates, we
observe no significant difference in terms of RD performance.
This suggests that both the truncated Gaussian and uniform
priors model the updates equally well in our full-model fine-
tuning schemes. Please note that with a different architecture
of the backbone neural CSI compressor, different priors for
model updates might perform differently, and the investigation
of such scenarios is left for future work.

We note again that encoder-only fine-tuning can be applied
for each channel realization as it does not impose any addi-
tional cost on the rate. However, any update to the decoder
network must be communicated to the decoder. Therefore, it

might be better to update the decoder network only at certain
times when the CSI statistics change noticeably. Accordingly,
for full-model fine-tuning, we consider the duration over which
the fine-tuning scheme is applied. If fine-tuning is applied
over a longer period, the additional bit rate required for model
updates will decrease, albeit at the cost of increased mismatch
between the statistics of the CSI samples used for inference
and fine-tuning. Conversely, shorter fine-tuning periods lead
to higher bit rates for model updates, but the channel statistics
will be more similar to the CSI realizations used to fine-
tune the entire model, which will result in better distortion
efficiency. Thus, there is a trade-off in determining how often
fine-tuning and updating the decoder’s parameters need to be
applied.

To explore this trade-off, we apply full-model fine-tuning
across varying distances for the mobile user in the QuaDRiGa
dataset. Note that the DeepMIMO dataset does not include a
mobile user, making a similar simulation scenario with this
dataset impossible. The RD plot for this simulation is shown
in Fig. 9, with RD weights λ = 5 × 106 and λ = 5 × 105

for 256×512 and 64×64 CSI dimensions, respectively. From
Fig. 9, we observe that the optimal distance for performing
full-model fine-tuning, in terms of RD performance, lies
approximately between 4 and 16 meters. Updating the model
more frequently than every 4 meters incurs a high cost for
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model update bits. On the other hand, updating the model
less frequently than every 16 meters, while reducing the bit
rate cost, leads to increased channel variation that negatively
impacts the RD performance. Thus, operators must choose
to fine-tune the model at a certain frequency to enhance
compression efficiency. This period should depend on the CSI
statistics and the backbone CSI compressor; for different CSI
environments and network architectures, the optimal period
will vary. Additionally, both uniform and truncated Gaussian
priors for model updates demonstrate similar behavior in Fig.
9, consistent with the trends shown in Fig. 8.

To examine the impact of quantization on full-model fine-
tuning, Fig. 10 presents an ablation study on the QuaDRiGa
dataset using a uniform prior for CSI dimensions of 256×512.
The cyan line represents the RD results when quantization is
considered during fine-tuning, while the red line shows the RD
results without quantization incorporated during fine-tuning.
This comparison demonstrates that the fine-tuned neural CSI
compressor performs better when quantized decoder and latent
weights are taken into account. In other words, by learning to
manage quantization error during fine-tuning, the neural CSI
compressor achieves improved performance in the evaluation
phase.

Table IV compares the number of floating-point operations
(FLOPs) that are required at the inference phase and the
number of trainable parameters (during the fine-tuning) for
the different fine-tuning schemes considered throughout this
paper. We include two schemes from [30] based on the num-
ber of iterations in SPTM2-ISTANet+. Specifically, “TM3”
and “TM12” represent SPTM2-ISTANet+ combined with the
translation module for 3 and 12 iterations, respectively. Due
to the lightweight architecture of our backbone neural CSI
compressor, the number of FLOPs is significantly small
compared to similar works in CSI compression fine-tuning.
Specifically, the network architecture in [30], which utilizes an
iterative SPTM2-ISTANET+ architecture combined with the
translation module, results in a much higher number of FLOPs
even after just three iterations. Note that Table IV represents
the complexity of the fine-tuned network at the inference

TABLE IV: Number of FLOPs and trainable parameters for
different fine-tuning schemes M: million, K: thousand.

Parameters FLOPs

EO 8 K 21 M

FM 16 K 21 M

TM3 8 K 6,380 M

TM12 8 K 25,500 M

phase, therefore, the number of FLOPs solely depends on
the complexity of the backbone network. Furthermore, in the
encoder-only fine-tuning scheme, where we freeze the decoder
and latent parameters, the number of trainable parameters is
less than half that of the full-model fine-tuning. However, as
shown in Fig. 8, this leads to only a marginal improvement in
the RD performance.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the trade-off between compression rate and
distortion in CSI feedback for FDD massive MIMO systems.
Recent literature has demonstrated that neural compression
techniques can outperform classical approaches due to their
remarkable learning capabilities. However, a major limitation
of neural compression approaches is their drastic performance
degradation when channel statistics change, a natural phe-
nomenon in wireless environments.

To address this distribution shift problem, we have proposed
a model fine-tuning scheme for neural CSI compression. In
the proposed scheme, the encoder, having access to the most
recent CSI samples, fine-tunes both the encoder and decoder
models to enhance compression efficiency under varying CSI
statistics. While the encoder can directly use the fine-tuned
model at no additional cost, the updated model must be
communicated to the decoder, introducing an extra model
update cost to the compression rate. We leverage quantization
and entropy coding for both the CSI features to be conveyed
and the model updates to improve compression efficiency.

We investigated different prior distributions for entropy cod-
ing of the model updates, specifically uniform and truncated
Gaussian distributions, and accounted for quantized model
updates to reflect the impact of quantization on performance
during fine-tuning. Simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed model fine-tuning approach is essential for adapting
the neural CSI compressor to varying environments. Since
model updates introduce additional overhead to the communi-
cation rate, we also analyzed how frequently the fine-tuning
scheme should be applied, highlighting the trade-offs between
using this approach over short and long periods of new CSI
realizations. Our results reveal a sweet spot for the frequency
of model updates, which depends on the environment, network
architecture, and mobility pattern of the user.

This work can be extended to adaptive fine-tuning of neural
CSI compressors in scenarios with high-mobility users, which
we will explore as a future direction. In such scenarios, the
encoder could judiciously decide when to fine-tune and update
the model parameters based on variations in CSI statistics,
rather than adhering to a fixed update frequency.
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lutional compression for massive MIMO CSI feedback,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 2621–2633, 2021.

[15] W. Chen, W. Wan, S. Wang, P. Sun, G. Y. Li, and B. Ai, “CSI-PPPNet: A
one-sided one-for-all deep learning framework for massive MIMO CSI
feedback,” 2023. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.15851

[16] Y. Yang, S. Mandt, and L. Theis, “An introduction to neural data
compression,” Found. Trends. Comput. Graph. Vis., vol. 15, no. 2,
p. 113–200, apr 2023. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1561/
0600000107

[17] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu, D. Warde-Farley,
S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio, “Generative adversarial nets,” in
Adv. Neural Inf. Process. Syst., Z. Ghahramani, M. Welling, C. Cortes,
N. Lawrence, and K. Weinberger, Eds., vol. 27. Curran Associates,
Inc., 2014. [Online]. Available: https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper
files/paper/2014/file/5ca3e9b122f61f8f06494c97b1afccf3-Paper.pdf

[18] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, “Auto-Encoding Variational Bayes,” in
2nd Int. Conf. Learn. Represent. (ICLR) 2014, Banff, AB, Canada, Apr.
14-16, 2014, Conf. Track Proc., 2014.

[19] H. Larochelle and I. Murray, “The neural autoregressive distribution
estimator,” in Proc. 14th Int. Conf. Artif. Intell. Stat. (AISTATS), ser.
Proc. Mach. Learn. Res., G. Gordon, D. Dunson, and M. Dudı́k, Eds.,
vol. 15. Fort Lauderdale, FL, USA: PMLR, 11–13 Apr 2011, pp. 29–37.
[Online]. Available: https://proceedings.mlr.press/v15/larochelle11a.html

[20] A. van den Oord, N. Kalchbrenner, and K. Kavukcuoglu, “Pixel recurrent
neural networks,” in Proc. 33rd Int. Conf. Mach. Learn. (ICML), ser.
Proc. Mach. Learn. Res., M. F. Balcan and K. Q. Weinberger, Eds.,
vol. 48. New York, NY, USA: PMLR, 20–22 Jun 2016, pp. 1747–1756.
[Online]. Available: https://proceedings.mlr.press/v48/oord16.html

[21] Q. Yang, M. B. Mashhadi, and D. Gündüz, “Deep convolutional com-
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[34] J. Ballé, D. Minnen, S. Singh, S. J. Hwang, and N. Johnston,
“Variational image compression with a scale hyperprior,” in Int.
Conf. Learn. Represent. (ICLR), 2018. [Online]. Available: https:
//openreview.net/forum?id=rkcQFMZRb

[35] Remcom, “Wireless InSite,” http://www.remcom.com/wireless-insite.
[36] S. Jaeckel, L. Raschkowski, K. Börner, and L. Thiele, “Quadriga: A 3-d

multi-cell channel model with time evolution for enabling virtual field
trials,” IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 3242–3256,
2014.

[37] A. Alkhateeb, “DeepMIMO: A generic deep learning dataset for mil-
limeter wave and massive MIMO applications,” in Proc. Inf. Theory
Appl. Workshop (ITA), San Diego, CA, Feb 2019, pp. 1–8.

[38] T. van Rozendaal, I. A. Huijben, and T. Cohen, “Overfitting
for fun and profit: Instance-adaptive data compression,” in Int.
Conf. Learn. Represent. (ICLR), 2021. [Online]. Available: https:
//openreview.net/forum?id=oFp8Mx V5FL
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