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Abstract. Neural networks have been used for channel decoding, channel detection, channel evaluation, and resource management in multiinput and multi-output (MIMO) wireless communication systems. In this
paper, we consider the problem of finding a precoding matrix with high
spectral efficiency (SE) using a variational autoencoder. There is an optimization procedure for finding optimal precoding matrices. Our goal
is to build a less time-consuming algorithm with minimal loss of quality from the optimal one. As a solution to achieve this goal, we used
two types of variational autoencoders to build precoding matrices: the
classical variational autoencoder (VAE) and the conditional variational
autoencoder (CVAE). Both methods can be used to study a wide range of
optimal pre-coding matrices. The VAE and CVAE methods allow restoring the distribution of the predicted value by sampling random variables
from the normal distribution at the intermediate stage of calculations.
The construction of precoding matrices and their distribution for the SE
objective function using VAE and CVAE methods is described in the
literature for the first time.
Keywords: MIMO · Precoding · DL · VAE · SE · SINR.
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Introduction

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) is one of the core technologies
of fifth-generation (5G) wireless systems as it promises significant improvements
in Spectral Efficiency (SE) [29], compared to traditional, small-scale MIMO.
Massive MIMO scales up the number of antennas in a conventional system by
orders of magnitude [25]. In multi-user (MU) massive MIMO, the infrastructure base stations (BSs) are equipped with hundreds of antenna elements that
simultaneously serve tens of user equipments (UEs) in the same frequency band.
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A key advantage of the massive number of antennas is that the SE quality is
significantly improved by employing simple linear signal processing techniques
[5], [16], [1], [2]. In multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems with a large
number of antennas, precoding is an important part of downlink signal processing, since this procedure can focus the transmission signal energy on smaller
areas and allows for greater spectral efficiency with less transmitted power [20],
[3], [7].
Various linear precodings allow to direct the maximum amount of energy to
the user as Maximum Ratio Transmission (MRT) or completely get rid of interuser interference as Zero-Forcing (ZF) [22]. There are also different non-linear
precoding techniques such as Dirty Paper Coding (DPC), Vector Perturbation
(VP), and L-BFGS SE Optimization, which get much better SE quality than linear methods but have much higher implementation complexity [26]. The authors
of L-BFGS SE Optimization reduce the precoding problem to an unconstrained
optimization task using a special differential projection method and solve it by
the Quasi-Newton iterative procedure to achieve gains in capacity [36]. We will
take this work as a basis, and we will accelerate the solution of the iterative
procedure using machine learning methods.
The application of machine learning in the field of wireless communication
has been widely studied [34], [31], [9] and deep neural network technology has
recently become a promising theory in the field of wireless physical layer technology [32]. In [33], deep reinforcement learning is applied to a new decentralized resource allocation mechanism for communication between vehicles. In [4],
deep learning tools are used to automatically configure 1-bit precoders in complex MU precoding algorithms. The [28] offers a deep energy autoencoder for
incoherent multi-user systems with multiple inputs and multiple outputs with
multiple carriers, achieving higher reliability and flexibility. [11] has developed a
new collaborative hybrid processing platform based on deep learning for end-toend optimization. A beam selection method based on a deep neural network is
proposed by [24]. In [13], the choice of a delayed repeater based on deep learning
for secure cognitive relay networks with buffer management is investigated.
Among the teaching methods [31], [32], the VAE is a generation model that
is widely used in unsupervised and supervised learning [34]. VAE is used in many
areas, including image processing [27], text data processing [19] and recommendation systems [17]. A method using VAE has also been proposed to develop an
equalizer for the blind in [10], and this study demonstrates the potential benefits
of VAE for solving the precoding (beamforming) problem in the wireless MIMO
system. A method using VAE in the field of data transmission [18] is proposed.
A deep learning method for detecting the activity of VAE-based devices is also
being studied in [35].
This work attempts to study the great potential of classical variational autoencoder (VAE) and conditional variational autoencoder (CVAE) in wireless
MIMO systems as non-linear precoding methods. The structure of the proposed
method is a combination of variational inference theory, neural networks and
massive MIMO. The contribution of our work is as follows. Firstly, the vari-

Variational Autoencoders for Precoding Matrices

3

ational optimization structure was built. Following the idea of variational inference, we approximate the a posteriori probability by a special distribution,
which will be discussed later, and estimate the distance between the presented
distributions using the Kullback-Leibler divergence (KL). KL(q||p) denotes the
Kullback-Leibler divergence which qualifies the distance of two distribution q
and p [15].
In our work, the loss function used for network training was derived, and
the network structure was developed on this basis. The loss function is derived
from the mathematical theory of variational inference. The final loss function
includes the spectral efficiency function (SE)[29]. The network structure consists
of two fully connected layers. The channel matrix is fed to the network input.
The output of the network is the predicted precoding matrix together with an
approximate estimate of SE. The proposed VAE/CVAE method is compared
with the complex and highly efficient optimization of L-BFGS[36], [8]. In the
case of a single antenna, which is a special case of MIMO, SE performance
similar to that of LBFGS can be achieved using the VAE/CVAE method with
less execution time than the iterative optimization LBFGS method
We measure the quality of precoding using well-known functions such as
Signal-to-Interference-and-Noise-Ratio (SINR) [30] and Spectral Efficiency (SE )
[29]. In addition to these functions, the literature considers the function of Minimum MSE (MMSE) [14], and the quality indicator of the discrete bit error rate
(BER) [12]. Based on the MMSE function, the linear precoding algorithms are
derived [6].
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe
the variational autoencoder model. In Section 3 we describe the system model
of the studied Massive MIMO network. In Section 4 we describe the channel
dataset. In Section 5 we set up the task that is being solved. In Section 6 we investigate a distribution of precoding matrices corresponding to the same spectral
efficiency values. Here we also consider the problem of finding a good precoding
matrix using a particular deep learning model – so-called conditional variational
autoencoder. Section 7 contains numerical results and Section 8 contains the
conclusion.

2

Variational Autoencoder

Given a set of independent and identically distributed samples from true data
distribution xi ∼ pd (x), i = 1, . . . , N , variational autoencoder (VAE) is used to
build a probabilistic model pθ (x) of the true data distribution pd (x).
Using VAE, it is easy to generate new objects from model distribution pθ (x).
The generative process of VAE:
1. Sample z ∼ p(z) – aka ”latent” variable.
2. Sample x ∼ pθ (x|z).
The parameters of distribution pθ (x|z) are obtained using a neural network with
weights θ and z as an input (i.g. pθ (x|z) = N (x|µθ (z), σθ2 (z))). This network is
called a generator or decoder.
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To fit the model to data we maximize marginal log-likelihood log pθ (x) of
the train set. However, log pθ (x) cannot be optimized straightforwardly, because
there is an integral in high-dimensional space inside the logarithm which cannot be computed analytically or numerically estimated with enough accuracy
in a reasonable amount of time. So to perform optimization we maximize the
variational lower bound (VLB) on log-likelihood instead:
log pθ (x) >
> Ez∼qφ (z|x) log pθ (x|z) − KL(qφ (z|x)||p(z)) = L(x; φ, θ) → max . (1)
φ,θ

qφ (z|x) is called a proposal, recognition or variational distribution. It is ususally
defined as a Gaussian with parameters from a neural network with weights φ
which takes x as an input: qφ (z|x) = N (z|µφ (x), σφ2 (x)I).
It is also possible to make variational autoencoder dependent on some additional input c. The generative process of conditional variational autoencoder
(CVAE):
1. Sample z ∼ pψ (z|c).
2. Sample x ∼ pθ (x|z, c).
Similar as before, to fit the model to data we maximize marginal conditional
log-likelihood log pψ,θ (x|c) of train set:
log pψ,θ (x|c) >
> Ez∼qφ (z|x,c) log pθ (x|z, c) − KL(qφ (z|x, c)||pψ (z|c)) = L(x; φ, ψ, θ) → max .
φ,ψ,θ

(2)
Note that CVAE uses three neural networks while VAE uses only two: prior
distribution over z is now conditioned on c. It is defined as a Gaussian with
parameters from a neural network with weights ψ which takes x as an input:
pψ (z|c) = N (z|µψ (c), σψ2 (c)I). Proposal and generative network also have c as
an input in CVAE. The whole model is trained with a stochastic gradient ascent.

3

Optimization Function

Consider a MIMO setting with a single antenna for each user. The quality of
transmission is determined by SINRk – signal-to-interference-and-noise coefficient, the ratio of useful signal to interference signal plus noise:
|hk · wk |2
.
l 2
2
l6=k |hk · w | + δ

SINRk = P

(3)

The final criterion
for estimating the quality of precoding uses so-called spectral
P
efficiency k log(1+SINRk ) [29]. Also, we should account for
P a constraint on the
total signal power that can be emitted from i-th antenna k |wik |2 . As a result
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we come to the following optimization problem for finding precoding weights
W ∈ Cn×q :
!
X
|hk · wk |2
f (W ) =
log 1 + P
→ max,
(4)
l 2
2
W
l6=k |hk · w | + δ
k
X
max
|wil |2 ≤ p.
1≤i≤n

l

One can notice that if W is the solution matrix for the above optimization
problem then for any diagonal matrix X which elements lie on the unit circle
in the complex plane, matrix W · X produces the same spectral efficiency and
satisfies per-antenna power constraints.
This observation raises the following question: is there any hidden structure
in a set of matrices W with high spectral efficiency? To study the distribution of
precoding matrices with high SE we decided to use a variational autoencoder.

4

Dataset

For this task, channel matrices H ∈ Cq×n are generated from the normal distribution. To obtain precoding matrices W ∈ Cn×q for a given H, we optimize spectral efficiency using LBFGS optimization approach [8], starting from randomly
initialized matrix W , until convergence. The LBFGS method is implemented
with the PyTorch [23] framework.
For a given matrix H, we find three different solutions W0 , W1 , W2 (obtained
from different initial points) and choose one with the best spectral efficiency to
get pair (H, W ). We repeat this N times to get N different matrices Wj for a
fixed H, obtaining a set (H, Wj )N
j=1 .
To study how MIMO solutions change with the change of H, we than perturb
H with random matrices ∆i , obtaining K different channel matrices Hi = H +
∆i , where each ∆i satisfies ||∆i ||2F = δ and repeat exactly the same process of
generating a set of precoding matrices for each Hi .
Overall, we have a set of pairs (Hi , Wi,j )K+1,N
of channel matrices and correi,j=1
sponding MIMO solutions. We fix hyper parameters to be equal to K = 15, q =
4, n = 16, N = 500, δ = 5.

5

Problem Setup and Research Questions

To sum up, in this task our goal is to train a variational autoencoder neural
network, conditioned on channel matrix H, that generates precoding matrices for
MIMO problems with channel matrix H. Our research questions are as follows:
– Can we produce new high-SE precoding matrices for H by training variational autoencoder on a set of precoding matrices Wj , corresponding to a
fixed channel matrix H?
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– Can we produce high-SE precoding matrices using variational autoencoder
in the case of arbitrary channel matrix H, i. e. by conditioning VAE on H?
– Can we make such VAE conditional on channel matrix H?
In this task, we are trying to model a distribution of precoding matrices, which
produce high spectral efficiency, so we do not impose any restrictions on the
number of operations or any other model complexity.

6

Approach

In this section, we describe the training procedure for (conditional) variational
autoencoder.
We begin with the unconditional one. Variational autoencoder consists of
two networks: encoder qφ (z|W ) and decoder pθ (W |z). During training, for each
matrix W :
1. Encoder takes matrix W as input and produces vector µφ (W ) of shape dmodel
and a single number σφ2 (W ).
2. A latent code z is sampled from N (z|µφ (W ), σφ2 (W )I) (using reparametrization z = µφ (W ) +  · σφ (W ), where  is standard gaussian noise).
3. Decoder takes previously sampled latent code z and produces vector µθ (W )
of shape ddata and a single number σθ2 (W ) which are the parameters of a
normal distribution N (W |µθ (z), σθ2 (z)I).
4. Compute VLB (1) and make optimizer step.
We fix dmodel – the dimension of latent space – to be equal to 64 and prior distribution p(z) to be standard gaussian distribution in dmodel -dimensional space.
We also represent complex matrix W of shape 16 × 4 as a real vector of shape
ddata = 16 × 4 × 2 = 128 of real and imaginary parts of W .
To generate possible matrices W after training, we simply sample z from
prior distribution p(z) and than pass it through the decoder network pθ (W |z),
treating µθ (z) as a sampled matrix W .
Having trained unconditional autoencoder, it is almost straightforward to obtain a conditional one. In addition to encoder and decoder networks pθ (W |z, H)
and qφ (z|W, H), CVAE also contains a prior network pψ (z|H). As previously,
ddata is equal to 128 = 16 × 4 × 2 and dmodel = 64. To make a training step, we
do the following:
1. Encoder takes matrices W and H (represented as two real-valued vectors of
shape 128 each) as input and produces vector µφ (W, H) of shape dmodel and
a single number σφ2 (W, H).
2. Prior network takes matrix H as input and produces vector µψ (W, H) of
shape dmodel and a single number σψ (W, H).
3. A latent code z is sampled from N (z|µφ (W, H), σφ2 (W )I) (using reparametrization).
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4. Decoder takes previously sampled latent code z, matrix H (represented as
real-valued vector of shape 128) and produces vector µθ (z, H) of shape ddata
and a single number σθ2 (z, H) which are the parameters of a normal distribution N (x|µθ (z, H), σθ2 (z, H)I).
5. Compute VLB for conditional VAE and make optimizer step.
Usage of CVAE for sampling matrices W , however, is slightly more difficult.
Given matrix H we sample latent code z from distribution pψ (z|H) parametrized
with prior network. We then use this code to obtain decoder output µθ (W |z, H)
and treat it as a sampled precoding matrix W for channel H. The neural network
model of CVAE is presented in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. The neural network model used.

7

Results

In this section, we present the results of training VAE and CVAE to produce
precoding matrices with high spectral efficiency for a given channel matrix H.
First of all, we report the results of training VAE to fit a distribution of precoding
matrices W for a fixed channel H. We consider two approaches: classical VAE
and a CVAE with the fixed matrix H as input.
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7.1

Quality Estimation

We measured the quality of generated precoding matrices W simply by evaluating spectral efficiency (4) f (W ) with a given channel H. Having a channel
matrix H and a set of 5000 precoding matrices Wi with the mean SE in Wi
is equal to 14.85 using the LBFGS approach [8]. This method (Fig. 2 Optimal
Precoding Precise SE) returns the optimal precoding matrix using the iterative
optimization approach and measures the SE quality using the precise formula of
SE (4).
We managed to obtain the mean SE value of 8.87 with classical VAE and
11.31 with CVAE for a fixed H matrix. This method (Fig. 2 Reconstructed
Precoding Approximated SE) approximates the precise formula of SE (4) using
the deep learning approach of VAE/CVAE. Thus, the quality function for the
neural network was chosen as (4) and target precoding matrices (aka ”labels”)
were obtained using the previous LBFGS method.
We also measured mean SE in reconstructed objects (outputs of decoder network during training) and obtained 9.53 and 12.61 for VAE and CVAE-fixed-H
respectively. This method (Fig. 2 Reconstructed Precoding Precise SE) approximates the precoding matrix internally using the deep learning VAE/CVAE approach. It reconstructs the precoding matrices using the SE quality function (4)
and the LBFGS precoding matrices as labels. The final quality of SE is measured
using the precise formula (4).

Spectral Efficiency Precoding Quality
16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0
Reconstructed Precoding
Predicted SE

Reconstructed Precoding
Precise SE
VAE

CVAE

Optimal Precoding
Precise SE

LBFGS

Fig. 2. Spectral efficiency precoding quality produced by the algorithms.
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We also studied how well such CVAE-fixed-H will work on matrices of type
H + ∆ depending on ||∆||2F = δ. However, the quality of samples dramatically
decreases as δ grows with mean SE equal to 6.45 with δ = 0.1, which is really
small perturbation for H with ||H||2F = 57.5. We also tried to train CVAE on a
set (Hi , Wi,j ) with Hi = H + ∆i and ∆0 = 0 for convenience. However, we did
not manage to get high-quality samples from such a model, having mean SE for
reconstructed objects equal to 6.49 and 6.45 if we use one of Hi as a condition
and we observe the same fall in spectral efficiency for a perturbation of H which
differ from one of ∆i .
The distribution of spectral efficiency prediction quality of VAE is presented
in Fig. 3. It claims that we are able to generate the highly efficient precoding
matrices W for an arbitrary channel matrix H.

Fig. 3. Spectral efficiency prediction quality of VAE. There are 104 predictions of precoding W from the random initialization of H. The points were colored for convenience:
Orange – good SE, Blue — middle SE, Green — bad SE.
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Computational Complexity

The proposed VAE/CVAE solution works much faster than the L-BFGS reference method. We estimate the inference of the proposed two-layers neural
network as one iteration of the L-BFGS procedure. Which includes two matrixvector operations inside the layers and one matrix-vector multiplication of SE
(4). The complexity of the L-BFGS iteration is estimated as three SE (2) estimations [29]. Since in practice the number of iterations makes sense up to a
hundred [36], the inference of the proposed neural network works faster up to
a hundred times. Both VAE and CVAE methods require a learning procedure
in the background, but we mainly focus on the inference time in a real system.
The learning time of the CVAE method is higher than that of the VAE method
[21]. If we denote the complexity of the VAE/VAE inference as x, the relative
complexity of the LBFGS method will be N x.

8

Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed a deep learning algorithm based on the theory of
variational autoencoders. This algorithm is designed to maximize the spectral
efficiency of massive MIMO systems. With its help, we have successfully generated precoding matrices using both versions of the variational autoencoder:
conditional and classical. The first one can be conditioned by the matrix of the
channel H and thus used for different H, and the second one must be trained
from the very beginning for each H. In the case of a fixed channel matrix H,
both approaches were able to generate precoding matrices with high spectral
efficiency, but CVAE surpasses classical VAE in terms of quality and versatility. However, both approaches can be used to study the distribution of optimal
precoding matrices.
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