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Abstract

The sparsity and the severe attenuation of millimeter-wave (mmWave) channel imply that highly di-
rectional communication is needed. The narrow beam caused by large array requires accurate alignment,
which can be achieved by beam training with large exploration overhead in static scenarios. However,
this training expense is prohibitive when serving fast-moving users. In this paper, we focus on accurate
two-dimensional (2D) beam and channel tracking problem in mmWave mobile communication. The
minimum exploration overhead of 2D beam and channel tracking is given in theory first. Then the
channel is divided into three cases: Quasi-static Case, Dynamic Case I and Dynamic Case II according
to different time-varying models. We further develop three tracking algorithms corresponding to these
three cases. The proposed algorithms have several salient features: (1) fading channel supportive: they
can simultaneously track the channel gain and 2D beam direction in fading channel environments; (2)
low exploration overhead: they achieve the minimum exploration requirement for joint beam and channel
tracking; (3) fast tracking speed and high tracking accuracy: in Quasi-static Case and Dynamic Case I,
the tracking error is proved to converge to the minimum Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB). In Dynamic
Case II, our tracking algorithm outperforms existing tracking algorithms with lower tracking error and

faster tracking speed in simulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

MmWave mobile communication is currently a hot topic due to its much wider bandwidth
compared with sub-6GHz spectrum. In mmWave channels, the much shorter wavelength leads to
much higher propagation attenuation. Fortunately, with shorter wavelength, narrower beam and

larger array gain can be formed with given array aperture to provide compensation of the lose
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[1]-[5]]. However, narrower beam also implies requirement of more accurate beam alignment,
which can be achieved by beam training at the expense of significant exploration overhead in
static or quasi-static scenarios [6]—[11]. While in mobile communication, the fast change of
wireless channels either in direction or in the channel gain makes beam training inefficient
and inaccurate. Therefore, accurate beam tracking with low exploration overhead is crucial for
serving fast-moving users in mmWave communication system.

Moreover, large array gain requirement of mmWave mobile communication implies a large
number of antenna elements in the array. However, due to the expensive AD/DA devices and
high energy consumption of mmWave RF chains, the number of RF chains should be kept
much smaller than that of antenna elements, leading to hybrid beamforming or even analog
beamforming for cost-efficient systems [3]]-[5], [12]], [13]. In analog beamforming, since only
one RF chain is available with a certain set of programmable phase shifters at a certain time
(forming a so-called exploring beamforming vector (EBV) in this paper), only one direction
(or dimension) of the channel can be observed. A randomly selected EBV may most probably
lead to missing the real propagation ray and result in an observation of very low signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR). What is interesting is that an EBV resulting highest SNR is also inappropriate, since
the observation could not provide any information of direction variation. Hence it is crucial to
select informative EBVs dynamically to achieve as accurate direction information as possible.
Since the EBVs should be designed according to historical observations with noise, this process
is really tracking rather than estimation.

Some beam tracking methods have been proposed in [9], [14]], [15], which utilize historical
exploring directions and observations to obtain current estimates. However, the EBVs are not
optimized in those tracking algorithms, which may lead to poor observations. A beam tracking
algorithm is proposed in [16]], trying to optimize the EBVs, assuming that the channel gain
is known. In [17]], the authors start to jointly track the channel gain and the beam direction
with optimal EBVs. Despite the progress, the proposed algorithm is based on uniform linear
array (ULA) antennas, which can only support one-dimensional (1D) beam tracking. While in
several mobile scenarios, e.g., dense urban area [[18]] or unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) scenarios
[19]], both horizontal and vertical directions are variable and need to be tracked. The algorithm
designed for 1D beam tracking in could not be efficiently applied to the 2D problem directly.

In this paper, we focus on accurate 2D beam and channel tracking problem. The mmWave

wireless system in this paper periodically works in exploration and communication mode. In



the exploration stage of one exploration and communication cycle (ECC), the transmitter
sends ¢ pre-defined pilot sequences. Then the receiver points in one exploring direction in the
duration of each pilot sequence and makes an estimate of the channel gain and the direction
of the incoming beam at the end of the ¢-th exploration. In the communication stage of one
ECC, the beam is aligned in the estimated direction. Based on this structure, we care about the
following questions:

1) What is the minimum exploration overhead ¢ in each ECC?

2) How to determine the ¢ exploring directions?

3) How to track the beam direction and channel gain for different time-varying channels?

4) How is the accuracy, convergence and stability of the tracking algorithm?

Trying to answer these questions, the main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

1) It is proved that for unique estimate of 2D beam and channel tracking within one ECC,
the minimum exploring overhead in each ECC is ¢ = 3.

2) Dynamic beam and channel tracking strategies for three different time-varying channels are
proposed and optimized. The salient advantages of these tracking algorithms are given below:

i) For channels with slowly changing, or quasi-static channel gain and beam direction (called
Quasi-static Case in this paper), optimal exploring directions are derived which are proved to
be determined only by the array size, and approach constants as array size goes large enough.
The tracking error of our proposed algorithm is proved to converge to the minimum Cramér-Rao
lower bound (CRLB).

i1) For channels with quasi-static beam direction and fast-changing channel gain (called
Dynamic Case I in this paper), the scenario where the channel gain satisfies Rayleigh distribution
is studied as a special case in this paper. An algorithm for beam only tracking is proposed, and
it is proved to converge and achieve the minimum CRLB on beam direction.

iii) For channels with fast-changing beam direction and channel gain (called Dynamic Case
II in this paper), simulation result shows that our algorithm can achieve faster and more accurate
tracking compared with existing methods.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: The system model is described in Section [
In Section [} the tracking problem with some constraints is formulated. Then the minimum
exploration overhead of joint 2D beam and channel tracking is given in theory in Section [Vl

In Section [V] and Section [VIl tracking problem for Quasi-static Case (Section [V)) and Dynamic



Case I (Section [VI) are studied separately. The tracking performance bounds are derived and
corresponding tracking algorithms are developed with convergence and optimality analysis. In
Section [VIIl a tracking algorithm is developed for Dynamic Case II. Numerical results are
obtained to verify the performance of our proposed tracking algorithms In Section [VIIIl
Notations: We use lower case letters such as a and a to denote scalars and column vectors.
Respectively, |a| and ||a||, represent the module and 2-norm of the vector a. Upper case boldface
letters, e.g., A, are used to denote matrices. The superscript (), (-)", (-)" are utilized to denote
conjugate, transpose and conjugate-transpose. For a matrix A, its inverse and pseudo-inverse are
written as A~' and AT. The identity matrix of order ¢ is denoted by J - Let CN (i, o) represent
the symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with mean y and variance o2, and N (u, 0?) stand
for the real Gaussian distribution with mean p and variance o2, Statistical expectation is denoted
by E [-]. The real (imaginary) part is represented as Re {-} (Im{-}). The natural logarithm of a

scalar y is obtained by log () and the phase angle of a complex number z is written as /z.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a mmWave receiver equipped with a planar phased antenna arra, as shown in
Fig. [l The planar array consists of M x N antenna elements that are placed in a rectangular
area, where M (V) antenna elements are equally distributed along x-axis (y-axis) with a distance
dy (d2) between neighboring antenna elements]. These antenna elements are connected to the
same RF chain via different phase shifters. The system periodically works in exploration and
communication mode. The angle of arrival (AoA) and channel gain in each ECC are assumed
to be constant and can be different in different ECCs. In the exploration stage of one ECC,
the transmitter sends ¢ same pre-defined pilot sequence s, where s contains Lg symbols, i.e.,
s € C'*L and [s|* = E, is the transmit energy of each pilot sequence. Then the receiver points
in one exploring direction in the duration of each pilot sequence and makes an estimate of the
channel gain and the direction of the incoming beam at the end of the ¢-th exploration. In the

communication stage of one ECC, the beam is aligned in the estimated direction.

"Note that tracking is needed at both the transmitter and receiver. However, considering the transmitter-receiver reciprocity,
the beam and channel tracking of both sides have similar designs. Hence, we focus on beam and channel tracking on the receiver

side.

To obtain different resolutions in horizontal direction and vertical direction, the antenna numbers along different directions

may not be the same, i.e., M # N [20]. To suppress sidelobe, the antennas may be unequally spaced, i.e., di # d2 [21].



Fig. 1: 2D phased antenna array.

A. Channel Model

In mmWave channels, only a few paths exist due to the weak scattering effect [4]. Because
the beam formed by large array in mmWave system is quite narrow, the interaction between
multi-paths is relatively weak. In other words, the incoming beam paths are usually sparse in
space, making it possible to track each path independently [22]. Hence, we focus on the method
for tracking one path. Different paths can be tracked separately by using the same method. In
k-th ECC, the direction of the incoming beam path is denoted by (6, ¢x), where 0 € [0, /2]
is the elevation AoA and ¢ € [—7, ) is the azimuth AoA. Then the channel vector of this path
during k-th ECC is

h, = Bra(x), (1)
where §; = B + jBi™ is the complex channel gain, X = [1)1, 240 = [M& COS(?“)COS@”C),
At COS(QA’“)Sin(‘Z”“)]T is the direction parameter vector (DPV) determined by (0, ¢r),

a(x,) = [an (%) -+ arn (%) an (%) -+ ann ()] 2)
is the steering vector with a,,,(Xx) = 32 ("5 ot ) (m=1,---,M;n =1,---,N),

and A\ is the wavelength.

B. RF and Base Band Preprocessing

Let w;,; € CMN*1 be the EBV for receiving the i-th (i = 1,--- ,¢) pilot sequence in k-th

= —L—, where [wy ], denotes

ECC. The entries of wy,; are of the same amplitude with TN

[wk,i]l
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Fig. 2: The frame structure for tracking.

the [-th element of wy, ;. After phase shifting and combining, the ¢-th received sequence in k-th

ECC at the baseband output of RF chain is given by
Vi = wl,iih(xk)s + Ckz = 5kwlk{,ia(xk)s + Ckm (3)

where C;i ~ CN(0,0%).) is a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random vector with J,_
denoting the identity matrix of Ly order. By match filtering on the received sequence vy, the
i-th observation in k-th ECC is given below:

SH H

H S
= Vp— = Bwy a(xg)s—

sH

(@)
|S| = |s|5kwll;l,za(xk) + Zkyis (4)

+ Cri

where Step (a) is due to the definition z; ; £ ¢ ,“% It is clear that z;; is a complex Gaussian
random variable with z,; ~ CN (0,02). Let Wy, £ [We1, ..., Waols Zk 2 [201, .., 2k and
Vi 2 [Ukis - Ykl denote the exploring beamforming matrix (EBM), the noise vector and

the observation vector respectively. Then we can rewrite (4)) as follows:

¥y, = |s|BWia(xy) + 2. (3)

C. Tracking Loop

The frame structure of our system is given in Fig. 2 It is assumed that the beam estimator

can output an initial estimate that falls in the main lobe of the DPV:

B (Xk) £ ($k71 -1, T+ 1) X ($k72 — 1,$k72 + 1) . (6)

Then our tracking starts from this initial estimate of the channel gain and the DPV.
In the exploration stage of k-th ECC, the receiver needs to choose an EBM W, based
on previously used EBMs Wy, --- W, _; and historical observation vectors y;,---,y,_;. By

. . . % A i ~ ~ T
applying W, we can get the observation vector y,. Then the estimate 1), = [ LB Tk, xk,g}



of the channel parameter vector ), =S [ P }gm, T, 1’k72}T is obtained by using all EBMs and
observation vectors available. From a control system perspective, 1), is the system state, zAbk is
the estimate of the system state, the EBM W, is the control action and y, is a non-linear noisy
observation determined by the system state and control action. Hence, the task of a tracking

design is to find the following strategy:

Wi, =Fj, (Wi, Wi, ¥, Y1) (7)

ﬂ;k:FZ(Wb”'awkayla"'ayk)7 (8)

where Fj, denotes the control function in k-th ECC while Fj, denotes the estimation function in

k-th ECC.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let = = (Fy,F;) denote a causal beam and channel tracking scheme in k-th ECC. Then the

beam and channel tracking problem is formulated as:

1 . 2
min 1 { e — by J ©)
st E [hk} — hy, (10)
., @, @, @, @

where the constraint (I0) ensures that ﬁk =S Bka (Xx) is an unbiased estimate of the channel
vector hy, = [ra (xg).

Problem (@) is challenging due to the following reasons:

1) It is a constrained partially observed Markov decision process (C-POMDP) that is quite
difficult to solve optimally [24].

2) There are M x N phase shifts to adjust in each EBV wy, ;. This makes the optimization of
EBV too complicated due to the high degree of design freedom.

3) To obtain ﬂfk in k-th ECC, k EBMs, i.e., Wy, --- W, need to be designed, making it
difficult to optimize so many beamforming matrices simultaneously when k is not quite small.

4) The time-varying features of the channel in (d) restrict the tracking algorithm and system
performance. Hence, it is hard to design a tracking method for a general channel model in (I).

These challenges above make it extremely difficult to solve this problem optimally. Hence,

we add some reasonable constraints in this paper to take the first step of optimal tracking policy:



1) EBV constraint. Instead of general phase shifts, we use steering vector to design the EBVs,
1
VMN

where wy, ; e w41, wkﬂ]T denotes the ¢-th exploring DPV in k-th ECC. This ensures that only

Wi = a(wp;), (1)

two variables need to be designed for each EBV.

2) Exploring direction constraint. Although the exploring DPV in (I can be any form,
however, considering the tracking accuracy, it is better to make sure that wy; falls within the
main lobe of the DPV in (6). Thus, it is a reasonable choice to use the currently estimated
direction to perform a certain offset for exploring. For this purpose, we use such an architecture
in this paper. That is, the i-th exploring DPV in k-th ECC, i.e., wj,; in (1), is determined
by the previous estimated DPV plus an exploring offset Ay ;. Considering the design of the
offsets that change in different ECCs is also very complicated, we adopt fixed exploring offsets

A;(i=1,2,3) in this paper:
Wi = )A(k—l + AMZ = 17 27 3. (12)

Therefore, the EBV in (LI)) can be rewritten as

1
VMN

3) Time-varying channel constraint. The channel vector in (1)) is determined by two parts:

Wkﬂ' = a ()A(k_l + Al) ,’i = 1, 2, 3. (13)

the channel gain [, and the DPV x, both of which may change slowly or fast. Therefore, four
possible cases exist:

(1) Both the channel gain and the DPV change slowly;

(i) The channel gain changes fast while the DPV changes slowly;

(ii1) The channel gain changes slowly while the DPV changes fast;

(iv) Both the channel gain and the DPV change fast.

These four cases correspond to different practical scenarios, which can be modeled as follows:

A. Quasi-static Case: [, = Prp_1,Xi = Xp_1

When both S and x; change slowly, e.g., the user keeps static or quasi-static, the channel can
be seen as approximately fixed. For the sake of convenience, we assume that 3, = 5 = 3+ 3™,

T . .
X; = X = [x1,29] in this case.



B. Dynamic Case: (i1 # Pr,Xp = Xj_1

For channels that (3, changes fast while x; changes slowly, e.g., the user moves fast without
rotating, the beam direction can be seen as approximately fixed, i.e., X; = X, when the distance
between transmitter and receiver is very large compared with wavelength. In order to distinguish

with other dynamic scenarios, this case is called Dynamic Case 1.

C. Dynamic Case: By ~ 3, X1 # X},

This case requires that the channel gain keeps static or quasi-static while the beam direction
changes fast. However, in mmWave channels, the fast change of beam direction usually leads to
the fast change of channel gain since the propagation paths change. This case exists only when
the antenna array rotates around the first antenna element which keeps static. This is not the

usual case and is not studied in this paper.

D. Dynamic Case: Biy1 # Bk, Xpi1 7# Xk

This case happens in most fast moving scenarios except Dynamic Case I, e.g., the user moves
while the receiver array rotates. In order to distinguish with Dynamic Case I, we call it Dynamic
Case II.

With the EBV constraint, the exploring direction constraint and the time-varying channel

constraint, the beam and channel tracking problem in k-th ECC can be reformulated as:

1
e UIN

S.t. @)7 @)7 @)7 m, (E)u (m)a (m)

E [Hhk —h,

2
} (14)
2

IV. HOow MANY EXPLORATIONS ARE NEEDED IN EACH ECC?

Before further studying the tracking problem in (I4), we will first study the number of
explorations needed in this section.

Under the constraint in (IIJ), two explorations in each ECC are sufficient to jointly track
the channel gain and 1D beam direction according to [17]. When tracking the horizontal and
vertical beam direction simultaneously, it is straight forward that four explorations are feasible by
separately using two explorations to track each dimension of the 2D beam direction. However,
with four explorations, the channel gain is updated twice in each ECC, possibly leading to

redundancy. Since it will cost time resource for each exploration, we may try to answer the
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question that can we reduce the times of exploration, or what is the minimum number of the
explorations required?
Then the following lemma is proposed to help determine the minimum exploration overhead

q in each ECC:

Lemma 1. If the EBVs are of steering vector forms, i.e., Wy, ; = \/ﬁa(wk,i), and the observation
vector in Q) is noiseless, then

1) to obtain unique estimate of the channel parameter vector 1, within one ECC, at least 3
explorations are needed in each ECC;

2) to obtain unique estimate of the DPV xj. within one ECC, at least 3 explorations are needed

in each ECC.

Proof. See Appendix [Al [

Lemma [I] tells us that at least three explorations are required in each ECC no matter we want
to jointly estimate [, and Xj or just estimate x;. Hence, the minimum exploration overhead in
each ECC is ¢ = 3, i.e., the EBM W = [Wj, 1, W 2, Wy 3].

In the next three sections, we will separately study the tracking problem for Quasi-static Case,
Dynamic Case I and Dynamic Case II. In these three cases, a set of same symbols are used
for the sake of writing convenience: the EBM W, the observation vector y, and the estimate
of channel parameter vector v:bk The values of these symbols may vary for different cases.

However, it will cause little confusion as long as noticing the case where these symbols appear.

V. QUASI-STATIC TRACKING: PERFORMANCE BOUND, CONVERGENCE AND OPTIMALITY

The beam and channel tracking problem for Quasi-static Case is studied here. In Quasi-static
Case where ¥, = ¢ 2 [Bre,ﬁim,xl,xg]T and h, = h = Ba(x), the conditional probability

density function of the observation vector y, is given by

T L ]
pS(ykh/)ka) - 356 7z : (15)

In this section, we will first provide the lower bound of tracking error in Quasi-static Case. Then
we develop a tracking algorithm and prove this algorithm can converge to the minimum CRLB

asymptotically.
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A. Cramér-Rao Lower Bound of Tracking Error
The Cramér-Rao lower bound theory gives the lower bound of the unbiased estimation error
[25]]. Based on this, we introduce the following lemma to obtain the lower bound of tracking

error in Quasi-static Case:

Lemma 2. In Quasi-static Case, given Wy, --- . Wy, the MSE of the channel vector in (I4) is

lower bounded as follows:

L g (fe-n]> -1 Zk:I (v, W)) _ (VIV) (16)
MN 0] T MN Ly T ’
where V is the Jacobian matrix given by
a 0h [ Oh Oh Oh Oh]| , da(x) _oOa(x)

and the Fisher information matrix Is(1, W) is given by

Olog ps (y|tp, Wi) Ologps (yilt, Wi) | _ 2]s|”
P oPT o?

Proof. See Appendix [Bl [ |

Is(, W)) £E { Re {VIW,W/'V}. (18)

The CRLB in (16) is a function of the EBMs Wy, ..., W;. It is hard to optimize so many
EBMs simultaneously. Consider any tracking algorithm that can converge to the DPV x. Then

given any error e, > 0, there exists some ky so that when k > ko, ||Xx —X|| < e,. In other

words, when k > ko, Wy ~ W = [wy, Wy, w3]T, where w; is defined below:
1
W, = a(x+A i ,i:1,2,3 19
\/W ( S,) ( )

with Ag1, Ago, Ags denoting the fixed exploring offsets in Quasi-static Case. Hence, as k —
+00, the asymptotic CRLB in (I6)) is given by

-1
k k
lim —— Tr Is (v, W1)> (V'V)

1 —1(yH L
:m Tr {Is('lb,W) (V V)} - Cg(w,W)7

where Cs(tp, W) is the normalized CRLB since the CRLB in (16) decreases with k.

According to (20), by optimizing only one EBM W, we can further get the minimum normal-

ized CRLB:

C§™ (1) =min Cs(1h, W) = Cs (3, W5). 1)
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Solving problem (21)) yields the optimal EBM W§ = [W, W5 ,, We s ]:

1
Wo, = a(x+Ayg;),i=1,2,3, 22
S, \/m ( S,) ( )

where Ag,, Ag,, Ag 4 denote the optimal exploring offsets.

B. Asymptotically Optimal EBM
Let us consider the optimal EBM W¥. In (1), three EBVs need to be optimized, i.e., three

2D exploring offsets need to be determined. It is hard to get analytical results for such a six-
dimensional non-convex problem. Numerical search is a feasible way to obtain the three optimal
exploring offsets. However, these optimal exploring offsets may be related to some system
parameters, e.g., the channel gain 3, the DPV x and the antenna array size M, N. Once these
system parameters change, numerical search has to be re-conducted, resulting in high complexity.
This leads to the question: how do these parameters affect optimal offsets and cause the difference

of CRLB. Then the following lemma is provided to answer this question:

Lemma 3. In Quasi-static Case, the optimal exploring offsets A |, A ,, Ag 5 have the following
three properties:

1) Ag,, Ag,, A 5 are invariant to the channel gain [3;

2) Ag,, Agy, Al g are invariant to the DPV x;

3) Agy, Ago, Al converge to constant values as M, N — +00:

~ %
A.. 2 lim A%.i=1.23.
ST M NS 4oo O .

Proof. See Appendix |

Lemma [3] reveals that A%, A5, Ag; are only related to array size M, N. Hence, the
numerical search times can be reduced to one for a particular array size M, N. Numerically, we
find later that even if Ag,, Ag,, Ag may change for different array sizes, Al 515 AL 525 Al 53
can be used to take the place of Ag,, A5, Ag; as long as M and N are sufficiently large.
Therefore, the numerical search times is reduced to one in the end.

By numerical search in the main lobe of the DPV in (@), we can obtain the asymptotically
optimal exploring offsets 5;1, 82,2, 5;3 in TABLE [ and Fig.Bl With these offsets, a general
way to generate the asymptotically optimal EBM Wy = [Ws 1, Wg o, W 3] is obtained to achieve

the minimum CRLB as below:
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TABLE I: Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets in Quasi-static Case.

As, Ass Ass
[—0.0963,0.5098]" | [—0.2906, —0.2906]" | [0.5098, —0.0963]"

| 2 |
Y e e e e e e e oo oo oo [
! x+Aj, !

: / :
2|! 2
: X+AG,

: x+Aj, :
|- ~Main lobe boundary :
\|—Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets|;

N + _____________________________ !, _

Fig. 3: Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets in Quasi-static Case.

2.25
221 — —CRLB corresponding to offsets in TABLE I
q --minimum CRLB
S 215
S
% 21r i
2 L i
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ol ]
1950 ‘ : ‘ ‘
> 4 8 16 32 64

antenna number M = N

Fig. 4: Performance of offsets in TABLE [II

1 ~ %
Wi = a(x+A i),¢:1,2,3. 23
ST /AN s =)

By adopting A;l, 5*5,2, 523 to smaller size antenna arrays, we compare the minimum CRLB
and the CRLB achieved by A;l, 82,2, 5;3 in TABLE [l As illustrated in Fig. B when antenna
number M = N > 8, we can approach the minimum CRLB with a relative error less than 0.1%

by using E;l, 5272, 523 Therefore, with E;l, 52,2, 3273, the minimum CRLB is obtained
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for different beam directions, different channel gains and different antenna numbers when M =

N > 8.

C. Joint Beam and Channel Tracking

Before we have provided a low-complexity numerical method to design the optimal EBM
and obtain the minimum CRLB, given that the DPV x is known. However, in a real tracking
problem, the DPV x is unknown and the EBMs need to be adjusted dynamically. In addition,
a sequence of optimal beamforming matrices can only tell us what the minimum CRLB is, but
it can not tell us which tracking algorithm can achieve the minimum CRLB. In this subsection,
we propose a specific tracking algorithm to approach the minimum CRLB.

The proposed tracker is motivated by the following minimization problem:

k 2
. . Hi
o {3 i [}
AA N ~. T
st 2 |, B, | ©5)
BE G+ O™ X2 (B, 8] (26)
h £ fa(x), 27)

where the exact value and the gradient of the objective function are not available and can only

be observed via the noisy vectors yy, - - ,y,. Hence, (24) is a stochastic optimization problem

26]].
A two-layer nested optimization algorithm is proposed to find the solution of @24). In the

inner layer of (24)), we use stochastic Newton’s method to update the estimate, given by
. 2
10 H‘S‘Wlljh - YkH2 ‘
O b=thy s

by =iy — beHs (1, Wi 28)

) N -1 Jlo , W
(:)wk_l o bko_gHs (’lpk_l,Wk> gpS (ayk|l/) k‘) A ;
Y Y=y

where b, is the step-size for Stochastic Newton’s method, Step (a) is obtained by substituting
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(13) into @28) and Hg ({Z;k_l, Wk> is the Hessian matrix defined below:

N 2
e ]

Hg (T:Z’k—la Wk) = aﬂ;aq’f ‘{pzipkl

—E{ 4 0log ps (y, |1, W) Olog ps (Yk|¢awk)} '
ol -
81/) 81/) 1#:"2’1@71
= oty (e W) 29)

In the end, the estimate is updated as follow:

-1 Olog ps (y|v, Wi)

{bk :{pk—l - bkggHs (’J)k—luwk>

P Y=ty
- - -1 Jlo , W
O+ byl (wk_l,Wk) gps (Yil9, Wi) | (30)
O Y=thy_4

where Step (b) results from (29) and the definition that bg £ 3—‘5 Here, bg, is the tracking

step-size that will be specified after.
In the outer layer of (24), as to be shown in Section it is equivalent to minimize the
CRLB, i.e., Cg <’l])k_1, Wk> , which leads to that the exploring offsets equal to 5;1, 5;72, 5;3

Finally, the proposed tracking algorithm is summarized in Algorithm [Il

D. Asymptotic Optimality Analysis

We care about the following three questions of the proposed algorithm:

1) Is the tracking algorithm convergent?

2) If the tracking algorithm is convergent, can it converge to the channel parameter vector
P?

3) If the tracking algorithm converges to the channel parameter vector 1, what is the gap
between the tracking error and the minimum CRLB in 21)?

Theorem 10.2.2 in Section 10.2] proves that the tracking procedure in the form of (30)
can converge to @ and achieve the minimum CRLB under some constraints. Unfortunately, our
tracking algorithm cannot satisfy the necessary requirements for this theorem. Since it is hard
to answer the three questions at once, we try to deal with them one by one.

To answer the first question, i.e., the convergence of the proposed algorithm, we can apply

Theorem 5.2.1 in Section 5.2.1] to the tracking problem, which gives the conditions that
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Algorithm 1 Joint Beam and Channel Tracking for Quasi-static Case
1) Exploration and Receive: Transmit 3 pilot sequences in each ECC. The corresponding

EPV for receiving the ¢-th pilot sequence in k-th ECC is given below:
1 . ~ _
Wi = aa <xk_1 + AS,Z,) =123, 31)
where x;, £ [Zh1, Tk 2] and ASZ( 1,2,3) are given by TABLE [l After match filtering,
the observation vector y, is obtained in (3).

~ ~ ~. T
2) Estimate Update: The estimate v, = [ B, Tk, sz] is updated by

~ 1
V) =P, 1+ bSkIS (1/% 1,Wk) i ) , (32)
o Re {ekl (Yr—¥2)
Re {éll;lz (yk_yk)}_
where e, = Wia(X,_1), ¥, = [s|BiaaWia(%-1), &a = B 1WH83(X" U G =

5k 1WH 9a®:-1) and the Fisher information matrix Ig <¢k 1,Wk> is defined in (I8). Here,

IE

bs . 1s the step-size that will be specified after.

ensure {pk converges. In Theorem 5.2.1 of [29], the stable point is a crucial concept. To study

the stable points of our problem, we first rewrite (30) as (33):
Py, = Py + bsusk, (33)

where ¢, is the updating direction defined as:

1 dlog ps (x|, Wi)
8¢ 1»1’:";%71

This updating direction ¢ is a random vector, which can be divided into a deterministic part

(34)

Sk £ Is <’J)k—lawk>

f (@Z:k_l, 1,[1) and a zero mean stochastic part zg, i.e.,

S 21 (%10, ) + (35)
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where f (v:l)k_l, v,b) is defined as follows:

i . . 191 W
P
Re ell (BWI,ja (X)—Bk—lek> |
2|S|2

Ls (1. W)

Z

{

1 [ Im {e? (5W£’a (x) —Bk_lek>
{
{

J
} , (36)
)
J

and z; is given by

. - -1 Jlog p W .
2, £ Is <¢k 17Wk) el (g;j ¥ Wi) - —f <1/Jk_171/f)
Y=y
Re {eflz;.} ]
2 s 1 | Im {etlz,
Slrs (0 We) teia} (37)
o2 Re {&z;, }
Thus, the tracking procedure in (30) can be rewritten as
Vi =Py + bs (f (ly)k—h 1/)> + Zk) (38)

According to [29] Section 4.3], a stable point {pk_l of f (Q]Jk_l, Q/J) satisfies two conditions:

f <11; b1 1,[}) =0;2) W is negative definite. Hence, we define the stable points set as

k—1
below:

S8y f (P w) =0, M <0p. (39)
av’/)k—l

The channel parameter vector 1) is a stable point: when v:/)k_l =,

1) SWHa (x) = B_1e; in (B6). Hence, f (v, 3) = 0;

of(ap,,_
2)%} E— = —J4 by derivation, where J, is a 4-order identity matrix. Thus,

af({pk—lv"p) } A
oy, k=

Therefore, 1) is a stable point, i.e., v € S. Other stable points in S correspond to the local

is negative definite.

optimal points of the beam and channel tracking problem, which are without the main lobe 5(x).

We adopt the diminishing step-size in @Q), given by [28]]-[30]

€5
b k=12,
Sk = T Kan T Ko (40)
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where Kgy > 0 and e€g > 0. Then the following theorem is developed to study the convergence

of the proposed algorithm:

Theorem 1 (Convergence to a Unique Stable Point). If bs . is given by Q) with es > 0 and

Kgo > 0, then 'l,AZJ,f converges to a unique stable point in S with probability one.

Proof. See Appendix |

Therefore, for the general step-size in @0), {bk converges to a unique stable point. Except for
the channel parameter vector v, the antenna array gain of other stable points in S is quite low,
resulting in low tracking accuracy. Unfortunately, the estimated DPV may jump out of the main
lobe in the tracking process and converge to other local optimal points due to the existence of
observation noise. Hence, one key challenge is to ensure that the tracking algorithm converges to
1) rather than other stable points. Then we develop the following theorem to answer the second

question:

Theorem 2 (Convergence to the DPV x). If (i) the initial estimate of x is within the main lobe,
i.e., Xg € B(x), and (ii) bsy is given by @Q) with es > 0, then there exist some Kgo > 0 and
R > 0 such that

_ Rls]?

P(X — x| X € B(x)) >1—8e 2. (41)
Proof. See Appendix [El [

It is assumed that the beam estimator in Fig. [2] can output an initial estimate X, within the

main lobe B (x). Under the condition X, € B (x), Theorem [ tells us the probability of x; — x

. 2 . . .
1s related to ELS‘UQ. Hence, we can reduce the step-size and increase the transmit SNR
SYz

s
ag

2

> to make
sure that X, — X with probability one. Since {pk converge to a unique stable point corresponding
to the local optimal point, 1]) » — 1 is also achieved when x; — x.

The third question is answered by the following theorem:

Theorem 3 (Convergence to x with minimum CRLB). If (i) wk — 1) and (ii) bsy, is given

by @Q) with es = 1 and any Kso > 0, then hy, — h is asymptotically Gaussian and

Jim R U\hk—th'wk ﬂ/)} — CEn(y). “2)

Proof. See Appendix B |
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Theorem [3] tells us eg should not be too large or too small. By Theorem [3 if e¢g = 1, then

we achieve the minimum CRLB asymptotically with high probability.

VI. RECURSIVE BEAM TRACKING FOR DYNAMIC CASE I : PERFORMANCE BOUND,

CONVERGENCE AND OPTIMALITY

In Dynamic Case I, the channel gain changes fast while the beam direction changes slowly. We
assume that the beam direction keeps static, i.e., Xy = X = [y, xQ]T. When the channel gain [
changes fast, establishing theorems of tracking channel gain and beam direction simultaneously,
as in Section [V] is very difficult. Fortunately, acquiring the beam direction information is
sufficient for alignment in mmWave mobile communication with analog beamforming. Hence,
we only focus on beam direction tracking in Dynamic Case I.

In this section, we choose one special case to study for Dynamic Case I, i.e., [ satisfies the
Rayleigh distribution with E [|5x]?] = o3. The conditional probability density function of the

observation vector ¥, 2 [ye1, Yk.2, Ur.s] " is given by

]_ _ Hzfl
e ViR, (43)
™[ Ey 1]

Po1(Yel%, Wi) =
where Yy ;. is the covariance matrix of y, defined as follows:
Sy 2 E [yilyy] = sPo3Wia (x) (Wia ()" + o2 (44)
with J3 denoting the 3-order identity matrix. Immediately, we can obtain that
Syl =02 (02 + [Wyia (x)?) (45)

The following structure of this section is similar to Section [V} we first formulate the beam
tracking problem and provide the lower bound of it. Then we develop a tracking algorithm and

prove this algorithm can converge to the minimum CRLB.

A. Problem Formulation

Since we only need to track the beam direction in Dynamic Case I, the estimation function

in () is reformulated as follows:

Xp =Fpr (Wi Wy, yy) (46)

Let Zp; i = (F;,, F},; ) denote a causal beam tracking scheme in k-th ECC: based on previously

used EBMs Wy, --- | W;_; and historical observations y,, - - - ,y,_;, choose an appropriate EBM
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Wi, apply it to obtain y, and make an estimation of the DPV x in k-th ECC by using all EBMs

and observations available. Hence, in k-th ECC, the beam tracking problem is formulated as:
min E [[|% — x|3] (47)
DI,k
s.t. E[x;] = x, (48)
@, @, O, @, @3, @a,

where the constraint (@8]) ensures that X;, is an unbiased estimate of the DPV x.
Before providing a specific tracking algorithm, we will first explore the performance bound

of problem (47).

B. Cramér-Rao Lower Bound of Tracking Error

We now perform some theoretical analysis on beam tracking problem. Based on the CRLB

theory in [23]], we introduce the following lemma to obtain the lower bound of tracking error:

Lemma 4. In Dynamic Case I, given Wy, - -- | Wy, the MSE of the DPV in (@1) is lower bounded

as follows:
-1

E [|[% — x||3] > Tr (ZIDI x, W)) ) . (49)

The Fisher information matrix Ip; (x, W) is given by

1 W 1 W
0x oxT
where the p-th row, j-th column (p =1,2;7 =1,2) of Ip; (x, W) is given in (31):
6|S|6 %3 2~ ~ 2
155 (X’Wl)]p7j ﬁ —2|g| JupJLj + s |2 Tel2 2 Tr{G,, pGi, J} + gl (GlpGlJ + GG, p) (G
y.k
with g;, i, and Gy, defined below:
(
g = W'a(x)
5 Olgl?
A !
gl, — P = 17 2
P o, . (52)
Ogg'
G, 2 =" p=1,2
\ l,p 8xp , P ;

Proof. See Appendix |
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The CRLB in (9) is a function of the EBMs Wi, ..., W;. Similar to that in Quasi-static

Case, we consider the normalized CRLB:
Cpr(x, W) 2 Tr {Ip; (x, W) "'} (53)

By optimizing only one EBM W, we can further get the minimum CRLB, given by

Cpr'(x) =min Cp;(x, W) = Cpr(x, W), (54)

Solving problem (34) yields the optimal EBM W},; = [W},; 1, Wiy, o, Wi, 5]

1
Wh = —=a(x+Ap;,;),i=1,23, 55
DI, N ( br.i) (55)

where Apr,, Ap; o, A 5 denote the optimal exploring offsets in Dynamic Case L

C. Asymptotically Optimal EBM
Consider the optimal EBM W7,; now. In (54)), three EBVs need to be optimized, i.e., three

2D exploring offsets need to be determined. Numerical search is a feasible way to obtain the
three optimal exploring offsets. However, it may result in high complexity since these optimal
offsets may change with some system parameters, e.g., channel gain parameter ag, the DPV x
and antenna array size M, N. This leads to the question that how these parameters affect the

optimal offsets. Then the following lemma is proposed to answer the question.

Lemma 5. In Dynamic Case I, the optimal exploring offsets Apr,, Apry, Al have the
following three properties:

1) A}, A5, A 5 are invariant to the DPV Xx;

. ‘5‘202 |S|20'2
2) Apr, Ao, Ay 5 are variant to — and converge to constant values as —z> — +00;
3) Apr1, Apra, Ay s converge to constant values as M, N — —+oc:
Apr 2 lim Apy,i=1,2,3 (56)
DI M,N=5+00 DI y <
~ % ~ % ~ % ‘5‘20%
and Ap;y, Apry, Ap; s are unrelated to —5=.
Proof. See Appendix Hl |
. |S‘2U2
Lemma [J reveals that A7, A7, ,, Al 5 are only related to array size M, N and —z~.

z

Hence, the numerical search times can be reduced to one for a particular array size M, N and a

2.2
Is| o3

particular

. Numerically, we find later that even if A}, |, A}, Ay 3 may change for dif-

2
Uz
2.2
Is| 93

. ~ % ~ % ~ % * *
ferent array sizes and s Apr1, Apra, Apy; can be used to take the place of Ap, 1, A,

o2
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TABLE II: Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets in Dynamic Case I.

~ % ~ % ~ %
ADI,l ADI,Q ADI,S

[0.5486, 0.2451]" | [—0.5462,0.2482]" | [—0.0012, —0.6837]"

| 2 |
N L b

'|= -Main lobe boundary !

' —Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets|'!

E X+A),, X+A),, E
20! X ap)
\ N, \

! X+Ap; :

i +‘ _____________________________ | LY
| 2 |

Fig. 5: Asymptotically optimal exploring offsets in Dynamic Case I.

s|?0% . .
Aprs as long as M and N are sufficiently large and %% is not quite small. Therefore, the

2
Oz

numerical search times is reduced to one in the end.

By numerical search in the main lobe of the DPV in (@), we can obtain the asymptotically
optimal exploring offsets E*DI,D E*DIQ? E*DI,S in TABLE [[Il and Fig. With these offsets, a
general way to generate the asymptotically optimal EBM W, = [(Whr1,Wpr2, Wpy 3] is obtained

to achieve the minimum CRLB as below:

1 ~ %
W, = a(x+A i),i:1,2,3. (57)
DI, \/W DI,
~ * ~ % ~ % 2452
By adopting Ap;,, Ap;y, Apys to smaller size antenna arrays when ISLQB = 0dB, we

z
~ %

compare the minimum CRLB and the CRLB achieved by E*D I E*D r2:Aprz in TABLE [
As illustrated in Fig. [l when antenna number M = N > 8, we can approach the minimum

CRLB with a relative error less than 0.1% by using A*Dm, 821’2, 5;1,3.
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Fig. 6: Performance of offsets in TABLE [ when | |U25 = 0dB.
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Fig. 7: Performance of offsets in TABLE [l when M = N = 8.

~ % ~ % ~ % 2452
By applying Ap;, Ap;o, Apys to different ‘slaﬁ when M = N = 8, we compare the

z

minimum CRLB and the CRLB achieved by A; 115 E; 1,25 B; 73 in TABLE [ As illustrated

IIU

in Fig. [/l when

> 0dB, we can approach the minimum CRLB with a relative error less

Z

than 0.1% by using ADM, ADI,27 ADLg.

~ % ~ % ~ %
Therefore, with A D11 Apro Aprs, the minimum CRLB is obtained for different beam
ls|*o3

o2

directions, different s 26 and different antenna numbers whe

0z

D. Recursive Beam Tracking with Asymptotic Optimality Analysis

We now provide a specific beam tracking algorithm to approach the minimum CRLB in (34).
The proposed tracker is motivated by the following maximization likelihood problem:

Wi, Wi
log ps (y,|x, W;) ) (58)

Yo, oY

max max E

||M;v
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Algorithm 2 Recursive Beam Tracking for Dynamic Case |
1) Exploration and Receive: Transmit 3 pilot sequences in each ECC. The corresponding

EPV for receiving the ¢-th pilot sequence in k-th ECC is given below:
1

Wii = (fck_l + E*D“) i=1,2,3, (59)
where Xy = [Z41, Z12]" and E*DM (i =1,2,3) are given by TABLE [l After match filtering,
the observation vector y, is obtained in (3).

2) Estimate Update: The estimate X = [T 1, im]T is updated by

-1 Olog ppr (¥i|x, Wi)
ox

Xp = Xp—1 + bpridpr (Xe—1, Wy) ; (60)

X=Xg_1

where Ip; (X;—1, Wy) is defined in (50) and bpy . is the step size that will be specified later.

Similar to that in Section [Vl we propose a two-layer nested optimization algorithm to find the
solution of (38). Finally, the proposed tracking algorithm is given in Algorithm
We now perform the asymptotic optimality analysis. Diminishing step-size is adopted in (&),

according to [28]-[30]

€EDI
b = 7’ k‘ pr— ]_’ 2’ DR
PR e 4 Kpro 61)

where Kp;o > 0 and ep; > 0. Then we can prove that if the initial estimate X, is within the
main lobe and €p; = 1, the proposed algorithm can converge to x with the minimum CRLB
asymptotically, i.e.,

Jim KR (|15 — x[5] = C3 (x). (62)

The proof is similar to that in Section [V] and the details are omitted here since nothing new is

provided in the proof.

VII. JOINT BEAM AND CHANNEL TRACKING FOR DYNAMIC CASE II
In Dynamic Case II where both the channel gain 3, and the DPV x;, change fast, the conditional
probability density function of the observation vector y, is given by

2
1 ||yk*\5\5kwl;;la(xk)||2

e % ) (63)

PDH(Yka» W) =

3o
Establishing theorems of tracking, as in Section [V] and Section [V1] is very difficult in Dynamic
Case II. Even if theoretical analysis is not conducted in this section, we still provide a tracking

algorithm.
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Algorithm 3 Joint Beam and Channel Tracking for Dynamic Case II
1) Exploration and Receive: Transmit 3 pilot sequences in each ECC. The corresponding

EPV for receiving the ¢-th pilot sequence in k-th ECC is given below:

1 R )
Wi = Na (Xp—1 + Aprri),i=1,2,3, (64)

where X;, = [T 1, :i"k,g]T and Apr,; = A;Z (1 = 1,2,3) are given by TABLE [l After match
filtering, the observation vector y, is obtained in ().

. NN T
2) Estimate Update: The estimate v, = [ B, Tk, sz] is updated by

1 Olog pprr (Yi|vw Wi)
o,

Yy, =Py +borrils ({bk—b Wk)

Y=ty
where Ig (v:/)k_l, Wk> is the Fisher information matrix defined in (I8) and bp,; is the step

size for Dynamic Case II.

Inspired by the asymptotically optimal tracking algorithm in Section [V] and Section [VII we
design a similar joint beam and channel tracking algorithm in Algorithm (3l

Different from the step-size in Quasi-static Case and Dynamic Case I, we adopt constant
step-size in Dynamic Case II because diminishing step-size cannot track the fast-changing [

and x;. The constant step-size bp;;; will be specified later.

VIII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We obtain some numerical results to verify the performance of our proposed tracking al-
gorithms for Quasi-static Case, Dynamic Case I and Dynamic Case II. Reference algorithms
include the compressed sensing algorithm in [9]], the IEEE 802.11ad algorithm in [14], the
extended Kalman filter (EKF) method in and the joint beam and channel tracking algorithm
in (using two explorations to track each dimension of the 2D beam direction).

Based on the model in Section [[I} the parameters are set as: M = N =8, the antenna spacing
di=dy= %, the codebook size My = 2M, Ny = 2N, and the transmit SNR = E—'; = bdB.

For initial estimate before tracking in Fig. 2l an exhaustive beam sweeping is conducted for
our proposed algorithms and the EKF method in [[13]]. Then an initial estimate is obtained by
using the orthogonal matching pursuit method in [31]]. This ensures that the initial estimated
DPV x, is within the main lobe in (6). As for the compressed sensing and IEEE 802.11ad

tracking algorithm, the initial estimate can be obtained by the algorithm itself.
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Fig. 8: -7-MSE,, in Quasi-static Case.

As for tracking, three explorations are conducted in each ECC for all the algorithms to
ensure fairness. When adopting the joint beam and channel tracking algorithm by using four
explorations, we use a buffer to store the received observations and update the estimate when
receiving four new observations. Next we will show the performance of these tracking algorithms

separately.

A. Quasi-static Case

In Quasi-static Case, the AoA (6,¢) as defined in Section [[Il is chosen evenly and randomly
in 6 € [O, g}, ¢ € [—m,m). The channel gain /3 is modeled as Rician fading with a K-factor
k=15dB, according to the channel model in [32]. The step-size is set as bg = % Simulation
results are averaged over 1000 random system realizations. Fig. [§] indicates that the channel
vector MSE of our proposed algorithm approaches the minimum CRLB quickly and achieves

much lower tracking error than other algorithms.

B. Dynamic Case 1

In Dynamic Case I, the AoA (6,¢) as defined in Section [l is chosen evenly and randomly in
sl

20.2
-2~ = 5dB.

The tracking step-size is set as bpr, = % Simulation results are averaged over 1000 random

0 € [0,%], ¢ € [~ ). The channel gain (3 is modeled as Rayleigh fading with

system realizations. Fig. [9 indicates that the DPV MSE of our proposed algorithm can converge

to the minimum CRLB and achieves much lower tracking error than other algorithms.
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Fig. 9: MSE; in Dynamic Case I.

C. Dynamic Case 11

In Dynamic Case II, the AoA (#;,¢;) as defined in Section [[Il is modeled as a random walk
process, i.e., Opi1 = Op + A, ¢y = &1 + Ad; A, Ap ~ CN(0,6%). The initial AoA values
are chosen evenly and randomly in 6 € [0,Z], ¢o € [—7, 7). The channel gain is modeled as
a first-order Gaussian-Markov process, i.e., Sx11 = pBr + &> Where v, ~ CN(0,1 — p?). We
adopt p = 0.995 in simulation. The initial channel gain /3, is modeled as Rician fading with a
K-factor k=15dB, according to the channel model in [32]]. As for the step-size, numerical results
show that when bpr, = 0.7, the joint beam and channel tracking algorithm can track beams
with higher velocity. Hence the step-size is set as a constant by, = 0.7. Simulation results are
averaged over 1000 random system realizations. Fig. indicates the proposed algorithm can
achieve higher tracking accuracy than the other four algorithms. In addition, if we set a tolerance

error e;, e.g., ¢; = (.15, then our algorithm can support higher angular velocities.

IX. CONCLUSION

This paper focuses on fast accurate beam and channel tracking for 2D phased antenna arrays.
We have developed corresponding tracking algorithms according to different practical channel
change models. In Quasi-static Case and Dynamic Case I, the proposed algorithms are proved
to converge to the minimum CRLB. In Dynamic Case II, our algorithm can achieve faster and
more accurate tracking than several existing algorithms.

This work is the first step to beam and channel tracking with 2D phased antenna arrays. In

future work, we will further study the following problems: i) establishing the corresponding
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Fig. 10: 37xMSEj, in Dynamic Case II.

theorems in Dynamic Case II; ii) jointly tracking multiple paths; iii) tracking at both the

transmitter and receiver.
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APPENDIX A

PROOF OF LEMMA 1]

) . T
If the EBVs are of steering vector forms, i.e., Wy ; = \/ﬁa (wp.,i), where wy; = Wk i1, Wk o]

denotes the ¢-th exploring DPV in k-th ECC, then the noiseless complex observation equation

for the i-th observation is given below:

Yri = || Bk
" VMN
(mfl)(%,ﬂ*xk,ﬂ_i_("*1)(%,1'2*%,2)}

_ |S‘ﬁk ii _j%[ M N
~ VAN ‘

|S‘/6k Sln I:Tr(wkﬂl _ ka)] Sln I:Tr(wkﬂ2 _ xk’Q)] e—]ﬂ[%(wkdl—xhl)—l—%(wkybg—xk,z)]

v MN sin [W(wk,i1—rk,1):| sin |:7T(Wk,i2_mk,2)]

a (wkl)H a (xy)

(65)

M N

—

a) ‘S‘Bk —j7r[M*1(w.,- —x )+N71(w.,- . )]
- Ya, (w,“- — Xk) e M kil = Tk,1)T N \Wk,i2~Tk,2 7
vVMN ’

where Step (a) follows the definition of y,(A):

(66)

with A = [0y, 6,]".
The complex observation equation in (63)) contains two real equations, i.e., an amplitude
equation and a phase angle equation. From (63]), we can obtain the phase angle equation:

-1 N -1
(Wki1 — Tk1) +

L) = Z(ls|B0)—r [M

(Wh,i2 — Ik,z)} Yo (Wi —Xp) >0

M N
(67)
M—1 N -1
L(Yki) = ZL(|s|Br)—m 1% (Whyi1 — T1) + N (Whyi2 — Tr2) | + T Ya (Wryi — Xi) <0

Then the relationship between the phase angles of two different observations vy ; and yy ; (i # j)

is given in (68)),

M—1 N -1
L(Yki) — Llyg,j) = [T(Wk,jl — wgi1) I (Wk,j2 — wk,iQ)} Yo (Whj — Xi) Yo (Wi —Xi) >0
M-—1 N-1 ’
L(Yr,i) — Lyk,j) =7 [ Vi (Wr,j1 — Wryi1) + N (Wk,j2 — wkﬂ-g)} + 7, else

(68)
where wy, j1 — wg,i1 and wy, jo — Wi ;2 are determined by the exploring DPV and unrelated to the
channel parameter vector v,. From (68]), we can know that once the exploring directions are
determined, the relative phase angle between two observations belongs to one of the two constant
values that are unrelated to 1),. In other words, the relative phase angles can help nothing in

unique estimation.
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Then we explore the minimum observation overhead of the following two cases:

1) If we want to obtain unique estimate of 1), within one ECC, at least 4 independent real
equations with respect to 1), are needed since 1), contains four real variables (i.e., the real
part 3;, the imaginary part 5™ of channel gain (3, and the two direction parameters j 1, Tj.2)-
After ¢ explorations in each ECC, we can obtain ¢ independent amplitude equations and only
1 independent phase angle equation, which are ¢ + 1 independent real equations with respect
to 10, in total. Hence, at least 3 explorations are needed to obtain 4 independent real equations
and estimate 4 real variables of 1),.

2) If we only want to obtain unique estimate of x; within one ECC, at least 2 independent real
equations with respect to x; are needed since X, contains two real variables (i.e., two direction
parameters xy 1, Tx2). It seems that fewer explorations are sufficient. However, we cannot obtain
any absolute amplitude and phase information with respect to x; from one observation in (63l)
since [ is unknown. In addition, the relative phase angles are one of two determined values
that are unrelated to x,. Thus, the phase angle equations are useless for estimating x,. After ¢
explorations in each ECC, we can obtain ¢ — 1 independent relative amplitude equations with
respect to X; in total. Hence, at least 3 explorations are needed to obtain 2 independent real
equations and estimate 2 real variables of xj.

Therefore, the proof is completed.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA

In problem (I4), the constraint (I0) ensures that hy, is an unbiased estimate of h. Consider
each element of the channel vector h, i.e., h,,,(¥) = 5ej2”(mﬂ_;1“+%lw2)
E [hmn({bk)] = hyn(?) since E [flk} = h. According to section 3.8 of [25]], if a function f (1}))
is an unbiased estimate of f (¢), i.e., E [f({b)} = f(4), then we can obtain that

s @) (afw))“
Var > —=1 —_— ] (69)

where Var[f ()] denotes the variance of f(t)) and I(a)) is the corresponding Fisher information

. Immediately we have

matrix.

Combining (I4) and (69), we have
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th =ﬁ§;§]@ [ () = B ()] (70)

@ 1 L& O () & - O () !
2an 22\ o <ZIS(¢’W1)> (%)

1
E
MN[

1 K = ([ OB () ORn (1))
:mTr le(wawl) ZZ(( al/)T ) awT )

k
1
:)—TI' ZIS(wvwl) VHV )

where Step (a) is obtained by substituting (69) into (ZQ) and Step () is due to the definition of
V in (I7).

As for the Fisher information matrix in (I8]), we can obtain w as follows:
dlog ps (y,|9, Wi) 1 H Jh 1 on \"
T v i) (W) (W) (v W)
2|s| e H (o Oh
— 0_3 RC { (yl - |S|Wl h) (Wl aﬁfe
2|s| Heon Oh
= 2 Re {Zz W, ape [ - (71)
Similarly, 22 Sa(ﬁyiil¢’wl), Ologp Sa(gyﬁll %W - and %’W are given as
4
Dogps(ulv ) _ 2ge {otiwp o]
Ologpslv W) _ 2iRe {ZlHWlHaThl} : (72)
\ Qogps(rlv.Wo) _ % Re {leWlH o }
Hence, the gradient of log pg (y,|1p, W,) is obtained as follows:
a 1)
AW
H 6h
ol W) 2 2'W) 55m 2
o o
z ZHW}—Ig_mhl z
HyyH oh
L _Zl Wl 8_5[72_ )
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With the help of (Z3), we can obtain that

ol w ol W)\ 2

0g Ps (leW)’ 1) _ og ps (y,|v, W) _ |S|Re {ZlHWlHV} . (74)
o P o?

Substituting (Z3) and ([74) into (I8)), the Fisher information matrix is given as follows:

Olog ps (y,|1p, Wi) Olog ps (y1|1/),Wz)}
0 o'

E [Re { (2'WI'V)" | Re {zW'V}]

Is(y, W) £ E [

Als|*

- 2
9 LR Re { (#WIV) AWV + 2s

4 4
o i lope

E [Re { (Z'whv)" z}*WlHVH

@ E :Re { (Z'WHV)" leWlHVH

= Re {VIWW]'V} (75)

where in Step (¢) we have used the following property of Re {-}:

Re{u}Re {v'} = %Re {uv'} + %Re {uv'} (76)
with u, v denoting column vectors and u denoting the conjugate of u. Step (d) is due to the
exchangeability of E [-] and Re {-}:

E [Re { (Z'WhV)" leWlHV}] —Re {E [(leWlHV)T leWlHV} }

—Re {(W'V)"E | (") " 7| WiV} (77)

—

Do,

Step (e) is due to the i.i.d. circularly symmetric complex Gaussian property of each element of
z;, which means that E [zz]'| = 62J5, where J; is a 3-order identity matrix. Step (f) in (77)

reults from the property of complex Gaussian noise:
E @) 2] =0, (78)

Proof. For z), = (21, 22, - - ,zm]T and 2;,; ~ CN(0,0%),i=1,2,---,q as an iid. circularly

symmetric complex Gaussian random variable, assume that z;; = 2, + jzi .. Then we have

(79)
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Hence, we can obtain that
E [lez} =E [(Zlfz +J’z/‘3,i)2} =E [(2131)2] —E [(Zzz)z} +2jE [Z?LZ;ZJ =0 (80)

and E [z ;25 ;] = 0, for i # j because z;,; and z; ; are independent.

Correspondingly, E [zz]]| = 0 and

H
s [ 4] = ([(@7)']) = (8 i) =0 o
which yields the result of Step (f). |

Therefore, the Fisher information matrix is derived in (73) and Lemma 2] is proved in the end.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF LEMMA 3]

Lemma [3 is proved in three steps:
Step 1: We prove that A, Ag,, Ay 3 are unrelated to the channel gain (3.
The basic method is block matrix inversion. We first rewrite the Jacobian matrix V in (I7) as

follows:

V = [V, 8V, (82)
where V; and V, are given by
Vi = [a(x),ja (x)]

A | da(x) Oa(x)
V2_ [8901 ) 8x2i|

(83)

It is clear that both V; and V, are unrelated to 5. Besides, we can obtain the following property
of Vy:

VXV =0
(84)

)

V. XVii=0
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where X is an arbitrary 2 x 2 matrix and V; denote the conjugate of V. With the help of
Jacobian matrix V in (82)), the Fisher information matrix in (I8]) can be divided into four 2 x 2

matrices as follows:

2 2 | Re {VIIWWHV Re { SVEWWHY
1y W) = 28 e vy = 25 | RAVIWWIVIE Re {SVIWWIV: )
g o _
Z ° | Re {BVEWWTV ] |5°Re {VEWW!V, )
2/s|” A Re {#B}
p— 2 ’

* | Re{pB"} [B]°D

where B denotes the conjugate of 5 and A, B, D are defined as:

(

(85)

o

A £Re {VIWW'V,}
B £ Viww!y,, (86)

D £ Re {VIWW'V, )
\
By combining (84) and (86)), we can obtain the property of B:

(

B"XB =0

B"XB =0
; (87)

B"XV] =V, XB =0

B'™XV! =V, XB =0

\

where X is an arbitrary 2 X 2 matrix.

By using the block matrix inversion method, the inverse of the Fisher information matrix in

@®3) is given by

2

Is (4, W)™ = 2% (T, + T, (8)} (88)

where I, and I, (5) are defined in (89) and (90):

A7l 0
L, £ (89)
0 O
A~'Re {5B} - .
Ly, (8) = (I8]"D — Re {B"} A"'Re {SB}) "~ |Re {FB"} A~! -J,| (90)

-J,
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with J, denoting a 2-order identity matrix. The middle part of I;,, i.e., (|3|?D—Re {3B"} A~

Re {#B}), can be rewritten as follows:

. : _
|3)°D — Re { 3B"} A"'Re { B} =|5|’D — FB ;53 A—lﬁB‘gﬁB

@) a2 FBYAT! 5B + SBTA! 5B

=|8I'D — 1

apHA -1

O)ppp - ReAPE A P8 o1

e Re {B"A"'B}

=|B (D—f

91,

where Step (a) results from the property of B in (87), Step (b) is due to that A defined in (86)

is a real matrix and Step (c) is due to the definition of I:
Re {B"A"'B}

e

IL2D

92)
Therefore, we can rewrite I, in (QQ) as follows:

A~ 'Re {5B} -
L. (8) = (18PL) " |Re {AB1} A1 —J, |- (93)
~J,

By combining 20) and (88)), we can obtain that

Cs(t, W) = ﬁ T {(Ts(w, W)) VAV (94)

1 o?
~ MN 2]
@ 1 a2
 MNgjsf
where Step (d) is by substituting (82) and (89) into (94). Since both V; in &3] and A in (86)
are unrelated to the channel gain 3, the first part of (©4), i.e., Tr {A~'V}'V,} are unrelated to

(Tr {L;, V'V} + Tr {I,,, (3) V'V})

(Tr {AT'VIV, } + Tr {T,,, (B) VAV}) |
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3. By substituting (82) and (93)), we can obtain the second part of [@4), i.e., Tr {I;,, (8) V'V}
in (@3,
A~ 'Re {B}

T {L,, (VAV} = T (1) [Re (B} A1 o3
-J, BVLVL  |BPVEV,

vity,  pvily,

1Re{BB} (18PL) " (Re {BB"} A~ 1VHY, — nglvl)}
(18L) ™" (1812VEV: — Re { 3B} A7 3VEV,) |

H T
A- BB+BB <BB 2BB A-

(16P1) " iy, ngvl)}

H T
ar{ (o)~ (1sevive - B A sviva) |

H
A BB ) (28

Tr

A 'Viy, — ﬁvglvl) }

(18°1,) <|ﬂ| VHVQ—iA 1ﬁVHV2>}

+TelI; (V“V2 BIA- IVHVQ)}

2
H
Yom (ﬁB TV - BVHV> ‘”%B(Iﬁlzls)l}

HA -1 H
ol )

< AWy, — VHVl)A 1—1— }

B'AIVIV,
2
L (BHA viv,A~'B

+TrdIt (VHV2

| + ViV, —

T {4
+ T
i
{
{r
e
{ ATIVIV, - AVEV, >A BB (15, 1} (95)
e
{
enefn
{
{r
i

BYA-ViY, + VlglelB) }
2 )

where Step (e) and Step (f) follow the property of the B in (87). It is clear that Tr {I;,, (8) V"'V}
is also unrelated to 3 because none of the matrix A, B, Vi,V is related to 3. Hence, Cs(¢), W)
is unrelated to 3.

Since Cs(tp, W) is unrelated to 3, the minimum CRLB in @I)) and the optimal EBM W}
are also unrelated to f3, i.e., the optimal exploring offsets Ag,, A, Aj ; are unrelated to the
channel gain f3.

Step 2: We prove that Ag, Ag,, A 3 are unrelated to the DPV x.

Consider the CRLB in (20). we will first prove that the Fisher information matrix Is(t), W)

is unrelated to the DPV x. Next we will prove that V'V is also unrelated to x. Then it is clear
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that the minimum CRLB and the optimal exploring offsets Ay, Ag,, Ag 4 are unrelated to x.

The Fisher information matrix in (83) tells us that only W"V may be related to x, which is

given by
Oa Oa
WHV — [Wha (x), jWHa (x) , oW 22 gy da (9 (96)
81’1 01'2
with WHa (x), WH%‘—(X) and WH%"‘—(X) expanded as follows:
1 xr2
(
T
Wa (x) = [wifa (x) . wia (x) , wha (x)
T
oa(x Oa(x Oa(x Oa(x
WH% = [Wlf aél)vwlg aggl)v 5 aél)] ' ©7)
T
Hoa(x) Oa(x) Oa(x) oOa(x)
L 8—:(:2 - |:W11—I 0o 7w]2—I Oxo 13—1 0o ]
Since the EBVs are of steering vector forms, i.e., w;, = \/ﬁa (x+ A;), where A; = [0, 5i2]T
denotes the i-th exploring offset, the elements of W"a (x) and WHa;—:l‘) can be written as:
M N
1 1 . 7_r|:(m71)6,i1 (n71)6i2:|
H H jom | it 2
w;a(x) = a(x+4A) aXx)=— e M N (98)
T R L i vy P 3PP
1 sin(mdy) sin(mdso) pim(M ot N5
VMN sin (’T]‘a}l) sin (”J‘i?)
0 1 0
H a(X) _ a(X—FAl)H a(x)

0:)31

W
" 01 V/MN
M N
1 ) m — ]_ _.27T|:(77L71)6,L-1+(n71)6i2:|
= ]271- e J M N (99)
e (St e

m=1 n=1

j27T SiIl(T('(S ) N—1 (M — 1)e—j27f5i1 _ Me—j27rM§V;

—jm = iz

- i2
" MVAIN | sin (%2) L]

1

_ 9 2l
j2m i

di1 +1 5
e

As shown in (@8) and @9), both wHa (x) and wH22X have nothing to do with the DPV x.

i Oxq

Similarly, W?%"‘—g also has nothing to do with x. Therefore, W'V in (O] is unrelated to x.

Hence, the whole Fisher information matrix in (83)) is invariant to X.
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As for VIV, we write it as below:

a(x)"
. H
—ja(x) ) )
viy a(x), ja(x), p22 %) 508 (%)
5 ox1
7 0a(x)H
- ﬁ 61'2 -
1 J JrpMF jrBEF
—J 1 npM-1 a1
— MN M N (100)
—jmBML pRML 2p2 g2 MELEMEL g2 g2 (MDD
—jnBESl ppN=l q2|g PR UED 22 g2 (INSUENEL

which shows that VAV has nothing to do with x.

Now it is clear that the CRLB in (20), i.e., Cs(1), W), is unrelated to x because both the Fisher
information matrix Is(7, W) and V'V have nothing to do with x. Therefore, the minimum CRLB
in (2I) and the optimal exploring offsets A%, A%, A% are invariant to the DPV x.

Step 3: We prove that Ag , Ag,, A 3 converge to constant values as M, N — +oo.

Let us go into the asymptotic features of (20). According to (O8) and ([@9), when antenna
number M, N — +oo, the limit of i-th (i = 1,2, 3) element of W'a (x), WHZ&) 3pq wH22k)

ox1 Oxo
in (@7) are given as follows:
( wia(x)
W, alx ]71' 21+5’L2)
e o = Sa [md;1] Sa[md]e”
H%a(x) 7j2776'1(1—‘,— s ) 1
. g . s emi2md i)
S L
b oo o
H Oa(x) .
; P 9z _ g N p—jmdin €202 (14j2m6;2) —1
| N VAT = J2mSalmoule G

Hence, each element of W'V /y/MN in [@6) converges when M, N — 400, which results in
that Is(tp, W)/MN in (83) also converges. The limit is defined as follows:

R 1
L W) 2 lim T W), (102)

The limit of V'V in (I0Q) is given by
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Ly grp gmB

-j 1 7P [

>

M ,N—+o0

H,. (103)
—jmB =B in?|p? 2|81

—jrB 7B =8> 376
By combining (I02) and (I03), we obtain the limit of C(¢», W) in @0Q) as M, N — +oo:

lim  (MN x Cs(ep,W)) = lim  Tr{(Is(e, W))"'VIV}

M ,N—+o0 M ,N —+o0

= lim  Tr{(MNIL(p, W) 'Viv}

M ,N—+o0
X (104)
. . —1 H
= T {(Il(“’l”w)) NN V}

=Tr {(L(x,W)) 'H;},

which reveals that the minimum CRLB in @I), i.e., C%"(¢)), converges and the optimal ex-

ploring offsets A%, AG,, AG, also converge to constant values determined by (T04).

Therefore, Lemma [3] gets proved.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM [1I

Recall the beam and channel tracking procedure in (38). Since z, = [24.1, 212, 21,3] in B2 is

composed of three i.i.d. circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variables, the expectation
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of z;, is E [z;] = 0 and the covariance matrix is given as follows:

E (2 — E[4]) (& — E[2])"]

- _T
Re{ellzy} | | Re{elz;}

= 4C|TS4|2 Is (@7’1@—17 Wk)-l =

z

Im{ellz;} | | Im{el'z;}

Is ("2’1@—17 Wk)-l

Re{e} zi}| |Re{e} i}

_Re{é};{sz }_ _Re{é%zk }_

- - - 4T
HyyH Oy _1 HyyH Ohi—1
7, W, == W, =
k k 662,1 k k 66“,1
HyyH Ohi_1 HyyH Ohi—1
4ls|? 5 -1 z;; Wy, opm z;; Wy, 2B, N -1
= s (%H,Wk) E{ Re S| YRe - Is (%H,Wk)
z HywH Ohy_1 HywH Ohx_1
kak 0%k 1,1 kak 0%k 1,1
HyyH Ohe_1 HywH Ohe_1
_kak 6501%1,2_ _kak OTp_1,2

@ 4552, (¢ w )-1]E o2 Ologps (yinbk_ka) o2 Ologps (yinbk_ka) . (¢ w )-1
= S —1» k Y ~ Y N S —1> k
ot k—1 2|S| 81/’]671 2|S| aw}; ) k—1

k) s (w1 (5 )
=Is (Izjkflawk)-l ;

(105)
where Step (a) is the result of (Z3)) and Step (b) follows the definition of the Fisher information
matrix in (I8)).

Assume {Gy, : k > 0} is an increasing sequence of o-fields of {1, ¥, ¥y, ...}, 1.e., Gi_1 C Gr,
where Qoéa({bo) and Qkéa({bo, Z1,...,2;) for k > 1. Because the z;’s are composed of i.i.d.
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variables with zero mean, z; is independent of

Gr_1, and ¥, _, €G,_1. Hence, we have

E[f (b1 %) + 2] G| =E[£ ($1.%) | i +El2] Grl = £ (1 0,9) . (106)

for k>1and g, =f (v:[)k_l, v,b) + 7, is also independent of Gy_;.

Theorem 5.2.1 in [29, Section 5.2.1] gives the conditions that ensure {pk converges to a unique
point with probability one when there are several stable points. Next, we will prove that if the
step-size bgy, is given by @0) with any ¢¢ > 0 and Kgy > 0, the joint beam and channel

tracking algorithm in (32) satisfies the corresponding conditions below:
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( 53
bsr = —— — 0,
S,k k¥ Ksyo
+0o0o +00 £g
b pum— _—
Z S,k Z T+ Ksg 09, (107)
2 too 2
£ €%
b, 5 < - <
\ Z Z(k+Kso)2 S p oo
[ N 2
2) It is necessary to prove that sup, E | ||f (1/Jk_1, Ib) + Z, } < +00.
2

From (@8] and (103)), we have

2 e (wn-vw) v

~

Zj,

t (o) [, 28 () s )

£ (i1 v) Hj + T {Ts(h W), 108)

where Step (c) is due to (I03) and that z, is independent of f (17)1@—17 1/)).

From (36), we have

2

(s ) = o

F

As the Fisher information matrix is invertible, we get

Hls(zbk_l,wk)—lui < +00.

. ~ ~ A H O:
Besides, Wy, =Wy, 1, Wy 2, Wi 3], €, =W}a(X,), €1 = Br_1 W, =

€2 = Pr_1 W} , hence we have

Oa(Xy—1)
Oxo

M N ((mﬂ)ak’ﬂ (n71)5k,i2)
M N
wihat)| = | == > e
m: n=1
M N ((mﬂ)ts;w-1 (n71)5kﬂ-2>
< Z M N
>~ ,— Pt

—Re {e;I (Bkwka Xi) — B 1%)}
LTl {ef (AWia (v = ficren ) | (109)
“ |Re {égl (ﬂkWEa Xi) — B 1%)}
| Re {él;;lg (Bkwka X1) — Br— 1%)} ,
(110)

(Xe—1)
ox1

9

VMN < +o0,

(111)
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‘ n da(x) _ 1 Z ZjQWm — 16—j27r((m73)f’%i1 (”*1]1;51@,2'2)
o axl Y MN m=1 n=1 M
M N [ (m-1)s (n—1)6;, ;
271- —‘7271'( ]\/[k il Nk,LQ)
— m—1)|e
“irvar 2 2 Y
= MN(M—1)<+OO, (112)
and
" 61’2 MN m=1n=1 N
Mo N . (m—=1)8g 41 | (n=1)3k 4o
B ) T P O S
N MN m=1 n=1
=V MN (N 1) < 40 (113)

for i = 1,2,3 and all possible w;; and x, where [0y 1, 5k7i2]T = wy,; — X. Thus we can get

Re {elf (5:Wi'a (xi) — frre)
m {ell (B:Wita (xi) — Ghore )
o (0 ) 1)

Re {&l} (5Wia (x, )

Combining (TT0) and (IT4), we have

= e (99

2/js|?| !

z

5k 1€k

b
}
}
ﬁkwk}

< +00.

2

< +00.

(114)

(115)

According to (II0), it is clear that Tr {I(v:/)k_l,Wk)‘l} < +400. Then, we can get that

supcE [ (d1.9) +21

2
]<—|—oo.
2

3) The function f (Q]Jk_l, Q/J) should be continuous with respect to Q]Jk_l.

(116)

By using (36), we know that each element of f (v:/)k_l, v,b) is continuous with respect to

wk L= [ﬂk B T, T 12] . Therefore, f ({bk_l,w) is continuous with respect to

’l/)kl

4) Letp, =E [f <v:[)k_1,v,/)> + ik‘ gk_l] —f (g?)k_l,gb).We need to prove that >, ||bsxtsl, <

+o00 with probability one.
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From (I06), we get p;, = O for all k > 1. So we have > ;% |lbsipyll, = 0 < +oo with
probability one.
By Theorem 5.2.1 in [29]], {bk converges to a unique stable point within the stable points set

with probability one.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF THEOREM

Theorem [El is proven in three steps:

Step 1: Two continuous processes based on the discrete process ¥, = [Bf, A]im, Tp1, Tro)T are
established, i.e., (t) = [B(t). B (1), 31(8), 72(1)] and " ()= 3 (1), B (1), 75 (1), ()"

The discrete time parameters are defined as: g 2 0, ts 2 Zle bsi, k > 1. The first continuous
process 1)(t),t > 0 is constructed as the linear interpolation of the sequence 1:[;,6, k > 0, where
P(ty) = .. k > 0. Therefore, 9(t) is given by

D)= () + =)

[ (terr) =P (t)] L€ [tr, trsa)- (117)

bs k1
The second continuous process {bk(t) is the solution of the following ordinary differential

equation (ODE):

dep (1)
dt

for t € [ty,00), where {bk(tk) — 9(t),) = 1, k > 0. Thus, {bk(t) can be given as

=1 ($'0). %), (118)

(1) = P(ty) + /tf ({pk(u), w) dv,t > t. (119)

(2
Step 2: By using the two continuous processes (t) and 'JJk(t) constructed in Step 1, a
sufficient condition for the convergence of the discrete process Xy, is provided here.
We first construct a time-invariant set 7 that includes the DPV x within the main lobe, i.e.,
x € Z C B(x). Define x°(¢) £ [#9(¢), #3(t)]" and denote %, = X°(f;,) as the beam direction of

the process v:/)O(t) that is closest to the boundary of the main lobe, which is given b

o =X, = inf [lv—%e[l, > 0. 120
ve@é&)xonv XUH? velarzlg(x)nv %oll, (120)

*The boundary of the set B(x) is denoted by dB(x).
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Fig. 11: An illustration of the invariant set Z.

Then we pick ¢ such that

min{ inf v — x|, [|% — xu_w} > 6> 0, (121)
veoB(x)

where |[ul|___ = lmir% [u], denotes the minimum element of u. Note that when ¢ > t;, the solution

{bo(t) of the ODE (II8) will approach the real channel gain 3 and DPV x monotonically as
time ¢ increases. Hence, we construct the invariant set Z below:

7= (,Tl — |$1 — i‘17b| — 6, xr1 + |$1 — i‘Lbl + 6) X (1‘2 — |$C2 — ,fg,b| — (5, xo + |$2 — ig,b| + 5) C B(X) (122)

An example of the invariant set Z is shown in Fig. [Tl
Then, a sufficient condition will be established in Lemma [6] that ensures x;, € Z for £ >0, and
hence from Corollary 2.5 in [30], we can obtain that x; converges to x. Before giving Lemma

[6l let us provide some definitions first:

« Pick T' > 0 such that the solution ¢ (£), ¢ > 0 of the ODE (IIB) with 4 (0) = [, 3im, i,
iw}T satisfies infycyp }V—io(t)} > 24 for t > T. Since when t > t,, f(o(t) will approach

the DPV x monotonically as time ¢ increases. One possible 7" is given by

u:f (¢°w). ) dv}

where [-]; denotes the i-th element of the vector.

T = arg min
te[tb;‘rOO)

-0

; (123)
3

e Let Ty 2 0and Tjyy 2 min{t; : t; > Ty + T,i > 0} for [ > 0. Then Tjy1— T} € [T, T+bs1]
and Tj = tj ) for some k(1) 1 400, where k(0) = 0. Let ﬂfk(l) (t) denotes the solution of
ODE (II8) for t € I, 2 [T}, T111] with " (1)) = (1)), | > 0.
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Hence, we can obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 6. If sup
tel;

x(t) — X0 (t)H < 6 for all [ > 0, then % € Z for all k > 0.
2

Proof. 1f sup Hi(t) — i';(l)(t)H < ¢ for all [ > 0, then sup |7 (t) — :Z"If(l)(t) < § and
tel; 2 tel;
sup

Ta(t) — j§<”(t)) <.
tel
lAccording to Lemma 1 in [17], Z;; € Z for all £ > 0 and %2 € Z for all £ > 0. Hence,
X, € 7 for all & > 0. [ |

Step 3: We will derive the probability lower bound for the condition in Lemma |6} which is
also a lower bound for P (x,—x|%o€B (x)).
We will derive the probability lower bound for the condition in Lemma [6] which results in

the following lemma:

Lemma 7. If (i) the initial point satisfies X, € B(x), (ii) bs is given by @0Q) with any eg > 0,
then there exist gy > 0 and R > 0 such that

_ Rls]?

P(X, €Z,Vk>0)>1—8¢ 7. (124)
Proof. See Appendix [l [ |

Finally, applying Lemma [7] and Corollary 2.5 in [30], we can obtain

_ RJs|?

P(%, = x|%€B)> P (X, €Z,Vk>0)>1—8e 7%,

which completes the proof of Theorem 2L

APPENDIX F

PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

If the step-size bg . is given by @0Q) with any g > 0 and K g > 0, the sufficient conditions are
provided by Theorem 6.6.1 [28| Section 6.6] to prove the asymptotic normality of v/% (X;, — X),
ie., VE (X, —x) LN (0, % ). With the condition that 1, — 1, we can prove that the beam and
channel tracking algorithm satisfies the conditions above and obtain the variance 3 as follows:

1) Equation (38)) is supposed to satisfy: (i) there exists an increasing sequence of o-fields

{Fk : k > 0} such that F; C F}, for [ <k, and (ii) the random noise zj; is Fj-measurable

and independent of Fj_;.
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As is shown in Appendix D} there exists an increasing sequence of o-fields {Gy : k > 0},
where ¢, is measurable with respect to G,_; and independent of G;_;.

2) X; should converge to x almost surely as & — +o0.
We assume that 1:[;,€ — b, hence x;, converges to x almost surely when k — +oc.

3) The stable condition:
In (36), we rewrite f ({Z;k_l, 1,[1) as follows:

ol[|thy—1 — %]2)
. . o(|[thy—1 — =)
f (b ®) =D (b —w)+ | , (125)
o([[pr—1 — ll2)
ol — %l2),
where D, is given by
1 0 00
OF (11, 9) 0100
D= ——F— = — . (126)
81/)/6—1 ,{pk712¢ 0 O ]. O
0 0 01
Then the stable condition is obtained that:
T-es O 0 0
1 0 $—-es O 0
E:D1'55+§: —<O, (127)
0 0 % — €5 0
0 0 0 1-es
which leads to e > %
4) The noise vector z; satisfies:
E [lal3] = tr {Ts( 0, Wi) 7' } < +oc, (128)
and
lim sup [ () =0 (129)
V=400 k>1

lI2&ll;>v
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Let

F= lim E[z]] 2 lim  Ts(eh . We) ™ = Ts(eh, We) ™,
k — 400 k — 400
Py — P P —

where step (a) is obtained from (I03).
By Theorem 6.6.1 Section 6.6], we have

VEF Ko (b= %) SN (0.5,

where

[oe} 2 ~
S =% / eEUFeE Yy = — 55 To(ah, W) (130)
0 255 —1

Due to that limy_, o \/(k + Kg0)/k = 1, we have

V(- ) > V- %@k_gb)ﬁ/\/((),&),

if &k — +o00. Thus, we can get
VE ($—w) SN (0,5, (131)
By adopting € = 1 in (I30), we can obtain
vk (v,/)k . ¢> LY (0, IS(¢,VV*)—1> . (132)

Since 1:[;,€ — b as k — +00, hy — h is linear to 1:[;,€ — 1. Hence, h;, — h is also asymptotically

Gaussian.

Combining (69), (I32) and 1)), we can conclude that

k . 2
lim ——F Hh —hH
kstoo MN [ S|

Yy, — w} = Cg™ (). (133)

APPENDIX G

PROOF OF LEMMA [4]

In problem (@7), the constraint (48) ensures that X, is an unbiased estimate of x. According

to section 3.7 of [23], if x is an unbiased estimate of X, then we can obtain that

Cov (x) —I"!(x) = 0, (134)
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where Cov (X) denotes the covariance matrix of X, I (x) is the corresponding Fisher information

matrix and A > 0 means that the matrix A is nonnegative definite. From (134), we can get that

Cov (%) (ZID, x, W) ) =0, (135)

which implies that the diagonal elements of the matrix on the left side of >’ are nonnegative

because all matrices are 2 x 2 in (I33]). Therefore, we obtain that

Tr {Cov (%)} — Tr { <ZI X, W)) )} >0, (136)
1.e.,

E [||% — x|/3] { (Z In; (x, W, ) } >0, (137)

which yields the result of #@9).
Now we try to obtain the Fisher information matrix in (30). According to ([@4), the determinant
and inverse of covariance matrix can be written as follows:
Syl = o (Isf0% (Wia (x)" Wita (x) + o?)
I o2lslPoRWia(x) (Wia(x)"
o’ P

Based on the definition in (32), the determinant and inverse of covariance matrix in (I38) can

(138)

be rewritten as
Syl = o (Is|*o58r g, + 02)

s _ Js _ otlsloieer (139)
vk o2 Xy 5l
In addition, with the help of (43)), we can obtain that
oz, \Ey k| 8@, 8@, ki
-1
where % and 682—;: are given by (I41) according to (I39):
a‘Ey,k| 4‘ ‘2 agkgk
oz, O, 141
_ Og, gl by
0%, 21202 BB 5y k| — gl T

Oz, |2y kl?
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By combining (@), @4) and (140), we can obtain the p-th row, j-th column element of the

Fisher information matrix in (30)

Tpr (x, W) =E {8long1(Yk|X, W,.) dlog pp1(y,|x, Wk)}

Oz, 0xj
1 0|%y 4] 01y PR Do o) Yy

— ’ 2

Sy4 0z, Oz, + 2[s|°0 ng oz, gkgk oz, g

SPRYG) Vs %y - az— 0%y 1
+ oz ls| Uﬁgk 01’ ngl" 8% + 07| Uﬁgk 8x ngl" 0xp (142)

%, 1 %, 1 oy Loxl
+ o, Ay Tr + 04 Ty 0k Wk
0:L'p 01'] Or, Ox;
1 ayv-1 1 ay-1
+ 02|s|202gH OEM aZy,k + OEM azy,k g
LUk 02, Ox; dx; 0Or, |°*

Then we substitute (44), (43), (32)), (139), (141) into (I42), which yields the result of (31)).

Finally, the proof Lemma (] is completed.

APPENDIX H

PROOF OF LEMMA

The proof of property 1) in Lemma [3 is similar to the proof of those in Lemma [3 Hence, we

focus on the proof of property 2) and property 3) in Lemma
Consider the p-th row, j-th column element of the Fisher information matrix Ip; (x, Wy) in

(&1). We can rewrite it as follows:

6|s|6 6

z ~ ~ 0'2
15, (Xawk)]p,J = B |25 {_2|gk|29k,p9k7j + s |2 57 1 {GipGr,;} + gk (GrpGr,j + Gi,jGrp) 8 }
y. k

(@) o8ls|%0%

~ ~ 0'2
s (Isf2o2g! Re {—QngIng,pgkg Pl Tr{GipGr,} + g8 (Gr,Gr; + GijGryp) g }
Uz(s 038 gk'i‘Uz)
BBk

|S|20'2 ~ ~ 0_2
d N —2|gk|29k,p9k7j + s |2 75z Tt {GkpGr,;} + gk (GrpGr,j + Gk, jGrp) g o, (143)
(gkgk + | |Z 2)

where Step (a ) is obtalned by substituting (I38)) into (I43). Immediately, we have that Ip; (x, W)

\|2

is related to *-72 and A1, Apra, Apr s are variant to

z

When |S| ‘3 — 400, we can obtain the element of Ip; (x, W) as below:

2
1
lim [ID[ (X Wk)]
2 2
b oo 10  (els)

——— {—2(8*rpTr; + 8 (GkpGirj + GiGrp)g,},  (144)
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. o? |S‘2‘7% * * *
which reveals that WIDI (x, W) converges as oz — T and A}y, Aprg, Ay also

converge. Then the property 2) of Lemma 3 is completed.

Let us see the property 3) in Lemma [3 Similar to Step 3 in Appendix [Cl we can obtain that
Ap 1, Ap o, Ap; 5 converge as M, N — +oo. According to (52)) and (I0I)), g, is © (\/W)
while gy, and Gy, are © (M N). Hence, o2 Tr {Gy ,Gy.; } can be omitted since it is © ((MN)Z)
while other parts are © <(M N )%) Then the p-th row, j-th column element of the Fisher

information matrix in (I43) can be rewritten as

61|44 L
Ior (%, Wy)l,;  olsl"os {—2|s|202 EARIRYY, + [s|202 gk (GkpGr,j + G ;Grp) g }

im =
M ,N—+00 (MN)5/2 |Ey,k|2 B (MN)5/2 (MN)5/2

6|6 ~6 ~ ~
o?ls|®c] {_2|gk|29k,pgk,j gi: (Gi,pGr,j + Gi,;Gr, p)gk} (145)

e (MN)*? (MN)*?

. ~ % ~ % * ‘5‘20'2
5
which reveals that Ap; 1, Ap;,, Ap; 5 are unrelated to o

Finally, the proof is completed.

APPENDIX I

PROOF OF LEMMA [7]

The following lemmas are introduced to prove Lemma [/l
Lemma 8 (Lemma 3 [17]). Given T by (I23) and
hr 2inf{i € Z : typi >t + T} (146)

If there exists a constant C' > 0, which satisfies

H"Z’(tk—i-l) s (trt1) H <LZbSk+z

~ k
D(trriot) — B (tm_l)))z Lo, (47)
forall k>0 and 1 <[ < k7, then

- ~k Ctb
sup () = (1)) < T 4 ek, (148)

t€[thothr kg 2

where L and Cy are defined in (I33) and (I54) separately.

Lemma 9 (Lemma 4 [33]]). If {M, : i = 1,2,...} satisfies that: (i) M; is Gaussian distributed

with zero mean, and (ii) M, is a martingale in ¢, then

2

n
P M|>n) <2expd—— Tt 1 14
(oiggk‘ | 77) B exp{ 2Vaf[Mk]} (149)

for any n > 0.
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Lemma 10 (Lemma 5 [33]]). If given a constant C' > 0, then
1 C
G(v) = —exp {——} , (150)
v v
is increasing for all 0 < v < C.

Let &, £ 0 and £, 2 Zle bsiZ, k > 1, where 2; is given in (37). With (I17) and (I19), we
have for tk‘-i—la 1 S l S k‘T,

Y(trsr) = () + Z bsif (Y (tusio1) ) + (€ — &), (151)

and

Vi) =90+ [ (3 08) (152)

tk

‘(1) +zbsm () + [ @ 08) -1 (0. w)]

where yé max {t : t, < v,k >0} for v > 0.
To bound ftik“ [f ({Z;k(v), 1,[1) —f (v:/)k(y), v,b)] dv on the RHS of (I52), we obtain the Lip-

schitz constant of function f(v,)) considering the first varible v, given by

18 g M) — £ ),

vi#v [vi —vall,

(153)

Similar to (I09), for any ¢ > ¢;, we can obtain that there exists a constant 0 < Cy < 400 such

that
F(#0)], <o
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Hence, we have

CGREEC
/w (), %) — £ ($" (). ) | av
@ / ) -9 ()

dv

(b) [lett ~k
S/tk r|f f(¢ (s),¢)ds 2

<[ [ e 5w e

(¢) [th+r [V (272N
< / / CeLdsdv = CeL(v — v)dv
tr v t

k

(155)

l

[
= Z/ CfL(U — tk+i_1)dv

i=1 Y lk+i—1

!
CeL(thri — thri1)? Cf
:E g b2
— 2 Sk‘-‘r’”

where Step (a) is due to (I33), Step (b) is due to the definition in (I19), and Step (c¢) is due
to (I34). Then, by subtracting &k(tkﬂ) in (I532) from %(t;;) in (I31) and taking norms, the
following inequality can be obtained from (I33) and (I33) for k > 0,1 <1 < kp:

l
lej(thrl)_{bk(thrl)HzSLZbS,kJri Izj(thrifl)—’ljbk(thrifl)Hz CfLZbSk+Z+||§kH—§kH2 (157)

<L Z bs k+i

~k CyL
PY(tirio1) — b (tk+i—1)H2 —= ZbSk+z+1§f§%TH5k+l—EkHz'

Applying Lemma [8] to (I37) and letting

L&
Y Bt osup [[€ey — &l
i1 1<i<kr
yields

CeL
sup Hw(t)—w (t)H SOe{—f [e(k) — c(k + kr)] + sup ||€xy; — &k, } 4 Grekn (158)
2 2 1<I<ky

)
tE[th thtny ] 2
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where C, 2 ¢L(T+bs1) and c(k) 2 S iop b3, Letting k = k(1) in (I38), we have k-+kp = k(I+1)
due to the definition of 7}, = tiq1y In Step 2 of Appendix [El and
~ k(1)
sup |[4p(t) — 9" (1)
tel; 2 59)
(1
CeL ~ ~ Crber
<c, { ek @) = ek + )]+ s €, — x| } Tt
F()<p<k(i+1) 2
Suppose that the step size {bsj : k > 0} satisfies
CeL o - ~ Ctbg )
Coma= [elR(D)) = e(k(l + 1)) + =0 < 2, (160)
for [ > 0.
Given sup ||x(t) — ié(l)(t)H > ¢, we can obtain from (I39) and (160) that
tel;
_osup 18, — & H2
k() <p<k(i+1)
1 - ~ i CeL . - ~ Cebg i
> <sup (1) = 9" (1) — 2ok (D) —e(k(+1)] - —”)
Ce tel; 2 2 2
1 _ ~];:(l) 5)
> — | sup |X(¢) —x (1) — =
& (s st - 2000 - §
- )
20,
Then, we get
P (s [0~ 00| > o] sup [t - 010 < 6.0 < <1)
telm tel;
5 -
<P sw o |g,~&q|, > oo | 20 - FO@)|| <50 <i < 161
(é(z)gpg%(lﬂ) ! D1l 20, | ter, (161)
(d) )
2r( swo e &, > 5 )
</;(z)<p<;;(z+1) poRROl T 20,

where Step (d) is due to the independence of noise, ie., §, — &5, k() <p < k(+1) are
independent of X;,0 < k < k(1).
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The lower bound of the probability that the sequence {X; : £ > 0} remains in the invariant

set Z is given by

Pk € T,V > 0) 2P (sup H . if“(“(t)H < 6V > o)
te€lm
S ZP <f§€ H > bsup Hi(t) - fﬁ(“(t)H <60<i< l)
(9) )
21—ZP<~ sup sp—g,;(l)Hz > ﬁ> (162)
1>0 k() <p<k(l+1) €

where Step (e) is due to Lemma [6] Step (f) is due to Lemma 4.2 in [30Q], and Step (g) is
due to (I61). Let ||-||, denote the max-norm, i.e., |[ul|, = max; |[u];|. Note that for u € R?,
|ull, < V/D|u|.. Hence we have

)
Pl s e ¢, > 5
oo AR PR 1o
)
k() <p<k(l+1) s e
- sup e |[€,]; — [&a)],| > 2
k()<p<k(i+1) 1SI4 e
= P | max sup ‘[5p]j _ [gé(l)] IS 0
SIS R <p<h) j 4C,

4
0
< P sup El — &l l>— .
; (é(l)Spgé(lH) &), ~ 6o, 4Ce>
With the increasing o-fields {Gy:k >0} defined in Appendix [D we have for & > 0,
1) &= bsuzi ~ N (0,30, 0% Is (v, W) ™),
2) &, is Gy-measurable, i.e., E[&,| ] = &,,

E [lgxll3] = by b tr {Ls(thia Wi 71 } < o0,
4) E[&,|G] =& forall 0 <[ < k.
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Therefore, [£ k] =1,2,3,4 is a Gaussian martingale with respect to G, and satisfies

k+1

Var “ék“}j - [fk}j} = Z s [IS i1 W) L,j

i=k+1

Cyo?
> bhi (164)

IN

and p = k(l+1) — k(l) in Lemma IQI, then from {163) and (I64), we can obtain

)
. (,;(l) ot Méz’}j ~ & li] > 4—Ce>
52

<p<k(l+1)
< 2exp{ — (165)
32C% Var |:|:£I~€(l)+i:|j - [515(1)“
6°Js”
< 2expy — = = .
32C1C? [c(k;(l)) —c(k(l + 1))]0—2
Combining (162), (163) and (163), we have

52‘5‘2
P(x,€Z,Vk>0)>1-8 exp{— _ _ ) (166)
zzzo 32C1C? [c(k:(l)) —c(k(l+ 1))]02
To use Lemma we assume that the step-size bgj, satisfies
Z o< OIS (167)
S = 320 3201C202"
Then, from Lemma we can obtain
_ 6%|s|? 52|s|2
eXp{ 8201 C2 | e(k(1)~c(k(1+1)) oz} _ P {‘m}
c(k(1) = c(k(l + 1)) - c(0)
for c(k(1)) — c(k(l+1)) < ¢(k(l)) < ¢(0). Hence, we have
52 2
3 e { — s } (168)
= 32C1C2 [e(k(1)) — c(k(l +1))] o2
52|s|2
- exp 32010|2‘ }

< [CW)) (k;z+1} =0

52‘S|2
(0) eXp{_?,chcgc(o)og} . 62|s|?
. = X — = .
P T 3201C2¢(0)0?
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As C, = eHTbs0) c(0) = Y, b, and bgy, T, L are given by @Q), (1I23), (I33) separately,

we can obtain

oL _ 0*s|? - 52 sf?
320 0620 0 O'g N 2L(T+€—S) €2 2L(T+ ) € 0-2 169
Cel0)os gacye™ " 0 72 L TR oy T S e
= i>1

In (I69), 0 < ¢ < infyepp ||V — Xp||, (16Q) and (I67) should be satisfied, where a sufficiently
large Kgo > 0 can make both (I60) and (I67) true.
To ensure that X, + bg [f ({Z;O,v,/)ﬂ does not exceed the main lobe B(x), i.e., the first
3,4

step-size bg; satisfies
‘i’o@ + 6571 [f (’IZJO, 'I,[)):|3 — 1'1) <1
‘i’og + 6571 [f (’l:[io, 'I,[))Ll — ZL’Q’ < 1,

we can obtain the maximum eg as follows

K 1 K 1
€S,max = IMiN Kso+1) {1 — o1 — 2], 1 — |22 — B0} < (f’o—%—) Z¢.  (170)
[ (‘boﬂ/f)]g‘ Hf (‘boﬂ/fﬂ 3‘
Hence, from (169), we have
52 2 2 2 52
|25| . .ESO;Z > = é R. (171)
3201060(0)0-2 |s| Z 320[6 ( +KVS,0+1)
= (i+Ks,0)?
Combining (166), (168) and (I71), yields
RJs|2

P(x, € Z,Yk>0)>1—8e 5%,

which completes the proof.
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