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Unsupervised Learning for AoD Estimation in
MISO Downlink LoS Transmissions

Jiaying Li, Hong Xing, and Yuanwei Liu

Abstract—With the emerging of simultaneous localization and
communication (SLAC), it becomes more and more attractive to
perform angle of departure (AoD) estimation at the receiving In-
ternet of Thing (IoT) user end for improved positioning accuracy,
flexibility and enhanced user privacy. To address challenges like
large number of real-time measurements required for latency-
critical applications and enormous data collection for training
deep learning models in conventional AoD estimation methods,
we propose in this letter an unsupervised learning framework,
which unifies training for both deterministic maximum likelihood
(DML) and stochastic maximum likelihood (SML) based AoD
estimation in multiple-input single-output (MISO) downlink (DL)
wireless transmissions. Specifically, under the line-of-sight (LoS)
assumption, we incorporate both the received signals and pilot-
sequence information, as per its availability at the DL user, into
the input of the deep learning model, and adopt a common neural
network architecture compatible with input data in both DML
and SML cases. Extensive numerical results validate that the
proposed unsupervised learning based AoD estimation not only
improves estimation accuracy, but also significantly reduces re-
quired number of observations, thereby reducing both estimation
overhead and latency compared to various benchmarks.

Index Terms—Angle of departure (AoD), maximum likelihood
(ML) estimation, unsupervised learning, deep learning, simulta-
neous localization and communication (SLAC).

I. INTRODUCTION

S IMULTANEOUS localization and communication
(SLAC), which integrates localization and communication

using communication infrastructure for localization, has
recently received significant attention due to its higher
refresh rate, improved coverage, and better positioning
accuracy compared to the Global Positioning System
(GPS) [1]. In SLAC, leveraging communication purposed
signaling, key location-related parameters such as time of
arrival (ToA), time difference of arrival (TDoA), angle
of arrival (AoA) and Doppler shift can be extracted from
receiving measurements. Among a variety of techniques to
implement SLAC, in the past, positioning with uplink (UL)
transmissions was a common practice as it directly extracts
position related parameters from channel estimation [1].
By contrast, SLAC based on downlink (DL) transmissions,
supported by 3GPP Release 16 and 17 [2], becomes prevalent
thanks to improved energy efficiency and signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) for parameter estimation performed at mobile
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devices. Furthermore, DL transmission based SLAC provides
flexibility for self-positioning at mobile devices, allowing for
positioning using different types of signals (e.g., pilots or
information) from multiple base stations or anchors, and is
also conducive to preservation of users’ privacy.

Despite these benefits, most Internet of Things (IoT) devices
are equipped with single antenna and limited communication
capacities, thus making conventional subspace-based angle
estimation methods leveraging spatial high resolution, such
as MUSIC [3], ESPRIT [4], as well as Capon [5], which
achieves minimum variance unbiased estimation of the trans-
mit signal, not viable anymore. In literature, existing angle
estimation methods that do not rely on multiple receiving
antennas encompass beam scanning based on received signal
strength (RSS) [6], maximum likelihood (ML) estimation [7]
and channel estimation based methods [8]. For example, in
[8], the authors proposed first estimating the channel using the
least squares (LS) estimator and then employing the MUSIC
algorithm to estimate the angle from the estimated channel.
As for angle of departure (AoD) estimation in multiple-input
single-output (MISO) DL line-of-sight (LoS) transmission,
ML estimators are often employed [9–11] for improved es-
timation accuracy and better noise robustness. For instance,
the authors in [9] used grid search with an ML estimator
for AoD estimation in mmWave wireless systems. Reconfig-
urable intelligence surface (RIS)-assisted indoor scenario with
blocked LoS paths were considered in [10], where a similar
grid search approach was adopted to estimate AoD from the
RIS to the user, followed by gradient descent refinement to
improve accuracy. Reference [11] performed offline discrete
Fourier transform (DFT) of pilot signals, which transforms
the original estimation problem into searching for the optimal
DFT index, and then fine tuning the estimated AoD leveraging
the quasi-Newton algorithm.

On another front, rapid advancement of deep learning
witnesses the paradigm shift for angle estimation using data-
driven methods with improved estimation accuracy, real-time
inference capability, and possibly relaxed system assumptions,
which are particularly attractive to complex wireless transmis-
sions environments with low SNR or high mobility [12, 13].
Angle estimation methods based on supervised learning use
a large amount of labeled training data, e.g., true angles, to
train classification [12] or regression [13] models that learn the
mapping between input signals and target angles. To alleviate
the cost of enormous data collection with labeling, unsuper-
vised learning approaches have recently been explored to solve
angle estimation problems [14, 15]. In [14], the authors applied
unsupervised learning to AoA estimation using a loss function
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that captures the squared Frobenius-norm difference between
the received signal’s sample covariance and the reconstructed
covariance matrix. However, this approach leads to suboptimal
AoA estimation accuracy due to neglect of the underlying
statistical properties of the transmit signal, resulting in a
possible mismatch between the employed loss function and
the objective of AoA angle estimation, while reference [15]
proposed unsupervised learning with ML directly serving as
the training objective, thereby improving the AoA estimation
accuracy.

As mentioned above, both model-based and data-driven
methods have, nevertheless, their limitations in AoD esti-
mation for MISO DL transmissions. On one hand, conven-
tional model-based methods [9–11] require a large number
of measurements, which is not suitable for latency-critical
applications. On the other hand, existing unsupervised learning
approaches, e.g., [15], considered using only sample covari-
ance as the input of the neural network and the stochastic
maximum likelihood (SML) case, the angle-estimation accu-
racy of which can be significantly improved when the pilot-
sequence information is included. This motivates us to propose
an unsupervised learning framework that unifies training for
both deterministic ML (DML) and SML based AoD estimation
in MISO DL transmissions. Our contributions are summarized
as follows. 1) We incorporate both the received signals and
pilot-sequence information, as per its availability at the DL
user, into the input of the deep learning model. 2) We adopt a
common neural network architecture compatible with training
data for both DML and SML based AoD estimation. 3) We
show by numerical results that the proposed unsupervised
learning based AoD estimation not only improves estimation
accuracy, but also requires significantly fewer observations
when being deployed for inference, thereby reducing both
estimation overhead and latency compared to existing bench-
marks.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The
system model and problem formulation are presented in Sec-
tion II. Section III introduces our proposed unified unsuper-
vised learning framework for ML based AoD estimation. The
simulation results are provided in Section IV followed by
conclusions drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

We consider DL narrow-band wireless communications via
LoS transmissions from a base station (BS), equipped with
a uniform linear array (ULA) of M antennas, to a user
equipment (UE), equipped with an omni-direction antenna.
The AoD from the BS to the UE is denoted as θ. Under
the assumption of narrow-band and far-field transmission, the
steering vector a(θ) ∈ CM×1 departing from the BS is given
by

a(θ) =
[
1, e−j 2πd

λ cos θ, . . . , e−j
2π(M−1)d

λ cos θ
]T

, (1)

where λ denotes the wavelength, and d represents the spacing
between adjacent elements of the ULA.

We divide the total pilot transmission duration T into Q
equal-length blocks, each of which is further divided into L
time slots of unit length for pilot transmissions, a.k.a., T =

QL. Denote the X(q) ≜ [x
(q)
1 , ...,x

(q)
L ]T ∈ CL×M as the pilot

sequence transmitted at block q, q ∈ {1, ..., Q} ≜ [Q]. The
transmit pilot x(q)

l at the l-th time slot, l ∈ {1, . . . , L} ≜ [L],
is, without loss of generality (w.l.o.g), expressed as x

(q)
l =

c(q)x̃l, where c(q) ∼ CN (0, 1) is the transmit signal of block q,
and x̃l is a given fixed beamforming vector such that ∥x̃l∥2 ≤
P . It is worth noting that multiple time slots (L > 1) are
required to create the covariance matrix of the received signal
y(q), instead of a variance (scalar), thus facilitating estimation
of the θ in the sequel. Assuming that the UE’s position remains
static over the Q blocks, the received signal in block q, q ∈
[Q], can be expressed as

y(q) ≜
[
y
(q)
1 , . . . y

(q)
L

]T
= ξX(q)a (θ) +w(q), (2)

where w(q) is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN),
denoted by w(q) ∼ CN

(
0, σ2I

)
, and ξ is the channel gain

parameter determined by the range r between the BS and the
UE.

B. Maximum Likelihood (ML) based Problem Formulation

As for estimation of the AoD θ and the parameter ξ at the
UE, we adopt the ML estimation, which can be divided into
two types based on the pilot information known at the UE
[16]:

1) Deterministic ML (DML): If the UE fully knows the pi-
lot X(q) sequences over all blocks, q ∈ [Q], the received signal
y(q) in (2) follows complex Gaussian distribution, denoted by
y(q) ∼ CN (ξX(q)a(θ), σ2I). Since w(q) is independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) across all blocks, it can be easily
shown that the ML estimation for θ and ξ for maximizing
the log-likelihood p(y(1), ...,y(Q); θ, ξ, σ2) is equivalent to
solving a LS problem as follows [17]:

Minimize
θ, ξ

Q∑

q=1

∥∥∥y(q) − ξX(q)a (θ)
∥∥∥
2

2
. (3)

2) Stochastic ML (SML): In contrast with DML, SML
assumes that the UE only knows partial information about
the pilot sequences {x(q)

l }Ll=1, for all q ∈ [Q]. Specifically, the
UE knows the first order statistics E[x(q)

l ] = 0, and the second
order statistics Rll′ = E[x(q)

l (x
(q)
l′ )H ] = x̃lx̃

H
l′ , l, l′ ∈ [L]. As

a result, the received signal y(q) follows a complex Gaussian
distribution, i.e., y(q) ∼ CN (0,Cy), where Cy denotes the
covariance matrix, given by

Cy = ξ2E
[
X(q)a (θ)aH (θ)

(
X(q)

)H
]
+ σ2I

= RX(θ) + σ2I, (4)

in which each element of RX(θ) ∈ CL×L can be expressed
as, l, l′ ∈ [L],

[RX(θ)]l,l′ = ξ2aT (θ)Rll′a
∗ (θ) . (5)
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Input Sample

(X, Y )

Estimates[
θ̂W , σ̂2

W , ξ̂W

]T

Training Objective

Neural Network
with Trainable 
Parameters

1

|D|
∑

(X,Y )∈D

[
ln (det(Cy)) + tr

(
C−1

y Ĉy

)]
SML:

DML:
1

|D|
∑

(X,Y )∈D

∥∥∥vec (Y ) − ξ̂W XT a(θ̂W )
∥∥∥

2

DTraining Data Set

W

Fig. 1. Illustration of the proposed unsupervised learning framework.

Similar to the DML case, under the assumption of i.i.d. pilot
transmission over q ∈ [Q], the ML estimation problem in terms
of the log-likelihood p(y(1), . . . ,y(Q); θ, ξ, σ2) is equivalent to
the minimization problem [15]:

Minimize
θ, ξ, σ2

[
ln (det (Cy)) + tr

(
C−1

y Ĉy

)]
, (6)

where Ĉy denotes the sample covariance matrix over Q
blocks, i.e.,

Ĉy =
1

Q

Q∑

q=1

y(q)
(
y(q)

)H

. (7)

Solving the formulated ML estimation in problems (3) and
(6) for θ and ξ typically involves a two dimension search [17],
which incurs high computational costs, thus detracting from
real-time application capabilities. For the DML case, the
prevailing method employs DFT of the pilot sequence x

(q)
l

with the number of DFT points being greater than the number
of antennas, which simplifies the two dimension search to
one dimension [11]. This method nevertheless still requires a
sufficient number of observations, making latency-critical ap-
plications prohibitive. Recent work in [15] using auto-encoder
(AE) based architectures with ML loss for training has enabled
unsupervised learning to estimate angles, reducing the need for
extensive observations. However, [15] only considered SML
for uplink transmissions.

III. A UNIFIED UNSUPERVISED LEARNING FRAMEWORK
FOR ML BASED AOD ESTIMATION

In this section, we propose an unsupervised learning frame-
work for AoD estimation in LoS DL transmissions at single-
antenna UEs, unifying both cases as shown in Fig. 1, which
consists of a training data set denoted by D, a deep learning
neural network, e.g., convolutional neural network (CNN),
in which a common network architecture is shared by both
SML and DML, and a training objective customized to these
two different types of ML estimation. Unlike [15], where the
input feature is just the sample covariance Ĉy defined in
(7), our proposed framework takes both X and Y as input
samples, where Y ≜ [y(1), . . . ,y(Q)] represents the received
observations over Q blocks, and X is generated based on the
information known about the pilot sequences at the UE, which
is given by

X =





[(
X(1)

)T

, . . . ,
(
X(Q)

)T
]
, DML case

1T ⊗
[
x̃1, ..., x̃L

]
, SML case,

(8)

where 1 is a Q-dimension all-one vector, and ⊗ denotes
the Kronecker product. Then, we reshape each data sample
(X,Y ) ∈ D into a tensor, given by:

(X,Y )
reshape−−−−→




Y1,1 · · · YL,1 · · · YL,Q

X1,1 · · · X1,L · · · X1,QL

X2,1 · · · X2,L · · · X2,QL

... · · ·
... · · ·

...
XM,1 · · · XM,L · · · XM,QL



≜ S,

where Yl,q is the (l, q)-th entry of Y and Xm,l is the (m, l)-th
entry of X , respectively. The tensor S is then split into real
and imaginary parts to form the input of the neural network.
Next, the neural network operates as a function f(·;W ) with
the trainable parameters denoted by W ∈ Rd×1, mapping
from the input data sample (X,Y ) to the estimates of the
AoD, the noise variance, and the channel gain, denoted by
θ̂W , σ̂2

W and ξ̂W , respectively, which can thus be expressed
as f(X,Y ;W ) = [θ̂W , σ̂2

W , ξ̂W ]T .
Next, we elaborate on training data sets generation and

training objectives for problem formulation in cases of DML
and SML, respectively.
1) DML: If the UE fully knows the pilot sequences over
all Q blocks, i.e., {X(q)}Qq=1, the UE can reconstruct the
noiseless received signal from the output of the neural network
as ξ̂WX(q)a(θ̂W ), q ∈ [Q]. The empirical training loss
minimization in accordance with problem (3) is thus given
by:

Minimize
W

1

|D|
∑

(X,Y )∈D

∥∥∥vec (Y )− ξ̂WXTa(θ̂W )
∥∥∥
2

.

(9)

where vec(Y ) and |D| denote the vectorization of matrix Y
and the size of data set D, respectively.
2) SML: If the UE only knows partial information about the
pilots, i.e., the given beamforming vector x̃l, l ∈ [L], the UE
reconstructs the covariance matrix Cy using (4) and (5) via
the estimates of the neural network θ̂W , σ̂2

W and ξ̂W , and the
sample covariance Ĉy using (7) via Y . In line with problem
(6), the empirical training loss minimization in the SML case
is formulated as follows:

Minimize
W

1

|D|
∑

(X,Y )∈D

[
ln (det(Cy)) + tr

(
C−1

y Ĉy

)]
.

(10)

The model parameters W in the proposed learning frame-
work can then be trained by, e.g., stochastic gradient descent
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(SGD), to solve problems for DML (c.f. (9)) and SML
(c.f. (10)), respectively.

It is noteworthy that the DML and the SML cases are unified
in the proposed learning framework in the following senses.
First, in terms of assumption about the knowledge of pilot
sequence, DML can be considered as a special case of the
SML, the UE in the latter of which can only access the first
and second order moments of the pilot symbol x(q)

l . Secondly,
in terms of the problem formulation, they aimor solving the
same ML estimation problem, i.e., maxθ p(y

(q); θ, ξ, σ2). In
addition, they share the same dimension of features (c.f. (8))
as input of a common NN architecture.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we perform numerical experiments to ver-
ify the effectiveness of our proposed unsupervised learning
framework for MISO LoS downlink transmissions.

The steering vector a(θ) is generated using the number of
antennas M = 8, the AoD θ being drawn uniformly from
(0, π/2), denoted by θ ∼ U(0, π/2), and the antenna spacing d
is set to be λ/2 with carrier frequency fc = 28GHz; the chan-

nel gain parameter ξ is given by ξ =

√
(c/4πfcr0)

2 · (r0/r)γ
[18] with the range r ∼ U(20, 50)m, the reference distance
r0 = 1m, and the path-loss exponent γ = 3; the AWGN
variance σ2 set to be −165 dBm/Hz over a 120 KHz band-
width. The beamforming vector x̃l is generated via x̃l =√

P/M [ejπϱ
(l)
1 , ejπϱ

(l)
2 , . . . , ejπϱ

(l)
M ]T with fixed ϱ

(l)
1 , . . . , ϱ

(l)
M

varying from slot to slot and remaining the same across blocks,
l ∈ [L], q ∈ [Q]1. Next, we then sample 200 and 220 distinct
values of AoDs θ ∼ U(0, π/2) and ranges r, respectively,
as well as the transmit symbol c(q) ∼ CN (0, 1) for all q,
and generate 5 sets of fixed beamforming vectors {x̃l}Ll=1. By
enumerating all combinations of θ, r, {x̃l}Ll=1 and {c(q)}Qq=1

as well as independent realizations of w(q) ∼ CN (0, σ2I), we
generate Y as per (2) and thus a total of |D| = 1.1×106 data
samples (X,Y ) with 106 for training, and 105 for testing,
respectively. We employ ”ShuffleNetv2 x 05”2 [19] as the
neural network (NN) architecture described in Fig. 1, and
the ”AdamW” optimizer [20] with a mini-batch size of 2048
(without replacement) for training. In the test phase, the trained
model is deployed at the UE to perform AoD estimation with
the model output θ̂W being evaluated by averaging over all
data samples in the test data set.

We consider the following benchmarks: the DFT-based
method [11], which performs a grid search to find the index
with the smallest difference between the DFT of the fully
known pilot x(q)

l and the received signal y(q)
l , and is thus only

applicable to the DML case; the AE-based method [15] which
also adopts unsupervised learning for AoD estimation but only
considers the SML case. Since AoA estimation for narrow-
band SIMO LoS uplink transmissions based on subspace tech-
niques is well studied with provable performance guarantees
[21, 22], to demonstrate the viability of the proposed AoD

1Any other specific form of beamforming design is applicable.
2We choose ”ShuffleNetv2 x 05”, among many others, for its exceptional

trade-off between predictive capability and computational cost, thus being a
promising NN architecture for IoT UEs with limited computational capacity.

estimation in the MISO LoS downlink scenario, we include the
classic MUSIC [3] and ESPRIT [4] algorithms as baselines,
where the UE transmits pilot sequence {x(q)}Qq=1, and the BS
is equipped with a ULA of an equivalent of L number of
antennas for fair comparison.
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Fig. 2. The MAE versus the transmit power P with L = 6, Q = 4, θ =
23.4◦ and r = 32.1m.

First, we focus on estimation error by evaluating the mean
absolute error (MAE) (in degree) between the estimated θ̂W
and the ground truth θ, i.e., E[|θ̂W − θ|], averaging over all
test data set with fixed AoD θ and range r. Fig. 2 shows
that our proposed AoD estimation for the DML case not only
outperforms all other methods but also closely approaches the
square root of the Cramér-Rao lower bound (SCRLB) with
negligible gap, and the schemes for the SML case perform less
favorably, especially in low SNR regime, due to the unknown
pilot symbols at the UE. MUSIC and ESPRIT methods render
diminishing gap from the DML case with increased transmit
power. Furthermore, when the transmit power is sufficiently
large, all schemes approach the SCRLB with negligible gap
among each other, demonstrating the key role played by P
regardless of the level of information about pilots available at
the UE.
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Fig. 3. The MAE versus the number of the time slots L in one block of pilot
sequence with P = 15 dBm and Q = 4.

Next, Fig. 3 demonstrates the impact of the number of time
slots L on the MAE by different schemes. As expected, the
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proposed AoD estimation for the DML case outperforms all
the other schemes, especially in conditions with fewer slots of
transmissions in each block of the pilot sequence. Fig. 3 shows
that, in the DML case, as few as T = QL = 16 observations
is sufficient for accurate downlink AoD estimation at the UE,
while a merely double number of observations achieves nearly
the same performance as the equivalent uplink AoA estimation
in the SML case. These results highlight the effectiveness of
the proposed unified unsupervised learning framework in terms
of significant pilots saving in DML cases, and improved trade-
offs between computation complexity and estimation accuracy
in SML cases.

TABLE I
RUN TIME OF ESTIMATION METHODS

Method Proposed
(DML)

DFT Proposed
(SML)

AE-
based

ESPRIT MUSIC

Run
Time

9.557×
10−3 s

1.801×
10−3 s

9.161×
10−3 s

9.138×
10−3 s

8.671×
10−4 s

4.671×
10−2 s

Finally, to evaluate the wall-clock running time of all above
approaches, the numerical results are obtained using Python
3.11 on a PC equipped with an Intel Core i7-12700K CPU
and an Nvidia RTX 3080 GPU. Other system parameters are
set as follows: M = 8, L = 6 and Q = 4 with the number
of DFT points Nfft = 256, and the number of grid-search
points for MUSIC Nmusic = 256. Together with Figs 2-3,
Table I demonstrates that for the SML estimation, the proposed
approach achieves slightly better latency performance than the
AE-based method, while for the DML case, the proposed
approach significantly outperforms the DFT scheme with
the same magnitude of running time, i.e., 10−3 s, showing
advantageous trade-off between computational complexity and
estimation performance.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND REMARKS

In this letter, we proposed a novel unsupervised training
unifying both DML and SML cases for AoD estimation in
MISO DL LoS transmissions. In this framework, we pro-
posed to train the deep learning model with the input data
including both the received signal and available pilot-sequence
information known at the receiver, and to adopt a common
neural network architecture that is shared by both SML and
DML based AoD estimation. In comparisons with existing
benchmarks, numerical results demonstrated that the proposed
unsupervised learning approach achieves superior performance
in estimation accuracy, while maintaining simultaneously low
estimation overhead and latency. In real-world deployment
phase of the proposed framework, where there may be non-
LoS (NLoS) components or out of distribution (OOD) input
samples involved, fine-tuning the trained model with much
smaller number of practical measurement data samples than
training samples can be a quick solution for adapting to new
environment. In the future investigation, we will formally in-
corporate the statistical priors into ML estimation formulation
to handle highly dynamic NLoS components and leverage
advanced techniques such as transfer learning in the training
phase to address OOD issues.
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