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Abstract

In time-division duplexing (TDD) millimeter-wave (mmWave) massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) systems, the reciprocity mismatch severely degrades the performance of the hybrid
beamforming (HBF). In this work, to mitigate the detrimental effect of the reciprocity mismatch, we
investigate reciprocity calibration for the mmWave-HBF system with a fully-connected phase shifter
network. To reduce the overhead and computational complexity of reciprocity calibration, we first
decouple digital radio frequency (RF) chains and analog RF chains with beamforming design. Then,
the entire calibration problem of the HBF system is equivalently decomposed into two subproblems
corresponding to the digital-chain calibration and analog-chain calibration. To solve the calibration
problems efficiently, a closed-form solution to the digital-chain calibration problem is derived, while
an iterative-alternating optimization algorithm for the analog-chain calibration problem is proposed. To
measure the performance of the proposed algorithm, we derive the Cramér-Rao lower bound on the
errors in estimating mismatch coefficients. The results reveal that the estimation errors of mismatch
coefficients of digital and analog chains are uncorrelated, and that the mismatch coefficients of receive
digital chains can be estimated perfectly. Simulation results are presented to validate the analytical

results and to show the performance of the proposed calibration approach.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In time-division duplexing (TDD) massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems,
the base station (BS) estimates the downlink channel state information (CSI) by exploiting the
reciprocity of the wireless channel, to relieve the overhead of acquiring CSI[1], [2].

In practice, the estimated CSI is composed of not only the wireless propagation channel
response but also the radio frequency (RF) response of RF chains [3]. The transmit and receive RF
chains consist of different RF components. The transmit chain is composed of a digital-to-analog
converter, a power amplifier, etc., while the receive RF chain consists of an analog-to-digital
converter, a low noise amplifier, etc. Due to the different compositions, the RF responses of
transmit and receive chains are generally asymmetric, which results in the reciprocity mismatch
of the uplink and downlink channels [4].

The study of reciprocity mismatch has attracted extensive attention in the past decade and can
be mainly classified into impact analysis and calibration design. To examine the impact of the
reciprocity mismatch, some theoretical analyses have been provided for massive MIMO systems
with linear precoding techniques, e.g., the zero-forcing (ZF) and matched filter (MF). W. Zhang
et al. in [5] studied the performance of the multi-user massive MIMO system with regularized
ZF and MF precoding. They found that the reciprocity mismatch hardly caused any performance
loss in the low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime but severe performance loss in the high SNR
regime. The theoretical results in [6] revealed that the reciprocity mismatch at the BS side was
the key contributing factor to the multi-user interference and led to severe system performance
degradation for the ZF precoding, while the mismatch at the user equipment (UE) side only led
to very slight performance loss. Further, the theoretical comparison of MF and ZF precoding in
[7], [8] indicated that the ZF-precoded system was more sensitive to the reciprocity mismatch
than the MF-precoded system. The experimental results in [9] verified the theoretical conclusions
of the system performance in the presence of the reciprocity mismatch.

Since the reciprocity mismatch causes severe system performance degradation, the reciprocity
calibration plays an essential role in the deployment of the massive MIMO system. Unlike the
CSI estimation error [10], which changes with each channel realization, the reciprocity mismatch
coefficients remain constant over hours or even days, and reciprocity calibration can be performed
infrequently, e.g., once an hour. Reciprocity calibration techniques can be mainly classified into
two categories, which are hardware-based calibration and over-the-air (OTA) calibration. The
hardware-based calibration utilizes the auxiliary circuits and components to connect the transmit
RF chains and the receive RF chains. A real-time hardware-based calibration was first proposed

in [11] for narrowband conventional MIMO systems, where the transmitted data signals were



used to calibrate the antenna array. Then, A. Bourdoux ef al. in [12] proposed a calibration
approach which calibrated the different subcarriers respectively for wideband systems. To reduce
transceiver interconnection effort, a daisy chain interconnection structure of the hardware circuits
was proposed in [13], which also reduces the hardware cost of realizing reciprocal calibration
to a certain extent. To study the trade-off between the connection structure and performance of
the hardware-based calibration, X. Luo ef al. in [14] proposed an optimal interconnection by
minimizing the Cramér-Rao lower bound (CRLB) of mismatch coefficients, which revealed that
the star structure of hardware circuits was optimal. The hardware cost and circuit complexity
of these hardware-based calibration methods increase with the number of antennas and may be
unaffordable in the massive MIMO systems.

Different from the hardware-based calibration, the OTA calibration is based on the software
and protocol design, which only utilizes air-interface signals between uncalibrated antennas to
compute the calibration coefficients [15]. OTA calibration approaches can be divided into the
full-end OTA calibration which was mainly used for conventional MIMO systems, and the
partial-end OTA calibration which was designed for massive MIMO systems. In conventional
systems, the OTA calibration requires both the BS and UE to get involved in the operation, and is
therefore known as the full-end calibration. The full-end reciprocity calibration was first proposed
in [16], and the total least squares (LS) algorithm was applied to solve calibration coefficients.
Then, in [17], the full-end calibration was extended to OFDM systems with each subcarrier
calibrated independently in the frequency domain. In this case, the overhead and complexity of
the reciprocity calibration increased with the number of subcarriers. To reduce the overhead and
complexity, B. Kouassi er al. in [18] proposed a time-domain calibration for OFDM systems
because the number of coefficients in the time domain was much less than those in the frequency
domain. Since the overhead of channel feedback increases with the antenna number, the full-end
calibration would produce heavy overhead pressure in massive MIMO systems.

Thanks to the theoretical and experimental results that the reciprocity mismatch at the single-
antenna UE only causes minor performance loss, the OTA calibration only needs to be performed
at the BS side, which is known as the partial-end calibration or one-side calibration. C. Shepard et
al. in [19] proposed a simple one-side calibration for the massive MIMO Argos prototype, which
was sensitive to the fading channel and the location of the reference antenna. To avoid the issue
of the Argos calibration, a partial-end calibration based on the strong mutual coupling between
the adjacent antennas was presented in [20]. By summarizing existing partial-end calibration
approaches, X. Jiang et al. proposed an OTA calibration framework in [21]. Compared with

co-located system, the calibration in distributed systems needs to gather the CSI from access



points (APs). To reduce the overhead of gathering the CSI, R. Roganlin et al. in [22] proposed
a hierarchical calibration which consisted of the intra-calibration and inter-calibration of AP. In
[23], an OTA calibration with supporters was proposed for coordinated multi-point transmission
systems to improve the SNR of calibration signals. To combat the path loss between the APs, our
work in [24] proposed a beamforming-based OTA calibration for distribution MIMO relaying
systems.

Although the reciprocity calibration designs for full-digital beamforming (DBF) MIMO sys-
tems have been extensively investigated in recently, they can not be applied to the hybrid analog-
digital beamforming (HBF) systems. Due to the more complex structure than DBF systems,
the reciprocity calibration in HBF systems is more challenging. On one hand, a typical HBF
transceiver possesses a hierarchical structure consisting of the digital precoder, digital RF chains,
the analog precoder, and analog RF chains[25], which results in more complex modeling of the
uplink-downlink channel reciprocity mismatch. On the other hand, the digital RF chains and the
analog RF chains are coupled with the analog precoder, e.g., a phase-shifter network[26], so
that the digital chains and analog chains can not transmit signals independently. A reciprocity
calibration for the sub-connected phase-shifter network HBF system was proposed in [27], which
transformed the sub-connected HBF transceiver to a DBF transceiver by virtually changing
the position of the RF components to the front end near the antennas. When it is applied
to the fully-connected HBF system, the dimension of the equivalent channel matrix after the
transformation becomes much larger than the realistic channel, which results in a large overhead
of the calibration. Additionally, since this reciprocity calibration can only acquire the ratio of
coefficients of transmit and receive RF chains, mmWave channel estimation approaches, e.g., the
approaches in [28]-[30] which requires mismatch coefficients rather their ratios, remain unusable.
To reduce the overhead and recover the mmWave channel estimation, a relative reciprocity
calibration approach was proposed for fully-connected mmWave HBF system in [31]. Although
this approach can reduce the calibration overhead to a certain extent, it requires UE to feed
back received downlink calibration signals to BS, which can still causes large overhead. Further,
since the relative calibration can not construct the equivalent channel, some existing hybrid
beamforming designs, e.g. the designs proposed in [32]-[34], cannot be applied in the calibrated
systems.

Motivated by the above observations, we investigate the reciprocity calibration for TDD
mmWave-HBF systems with the fully-connected phase shifter network. To reduce the overhead
and complexity of the reciprocity mismatch in the fully-connected HBF system, hierarchical

ideology is employed to calibrate digital and analog RF chains. Since digital and analog RF



chains are physically coupled via a phase shifter network, we propose a beamforming design
to virtually decouple the reciprocity calibration of digital and analog RF chains. Based on the
decoupling operation, the entire reciprocity calibration problem is decoupled into two subprob-
lems corresponding to the calibrations of digital RF chains and analog RF chains. To guarantee
the application of mmWave channel estimation approaches, we propose an absolute reciprocity
calibration approach to estimate the mismatch coefficients of transmit and receive RF chains.
The mismatch coefficients of digital RF chains are solved from the closed-form expression of the
solution to the digital-chain problem, while the mismatch coefficients of analog chains are jointly
estimated with mmWave channel coefficients. Finally, the CRLB of the mismatch coefficients is
derived to measure the performance of the proposed calibration. The main contributions of this

work can be summarized as follows.

« Reciprocity mismatch decoupling. Since digital and analog RF chains are physically
coupled via a phase shifter network, we propose a beamforming design to virtually decouple
the digital and analog RF chains. Then, the entire reciprocity mismatch calibration problem
of the HBF system is decomposed into two separate problems of digital-chain calibration
and analog-chain calibration.

« Absolute reciprocity calibration. To guarantee the efficacy of mmWave-channel estimation
approaches, we propose novel estimating methods to acquire the mismatch coefficients of
RF chains. Specifically, the closed-form expression of digital-chain mismatch coefficients
is derived, and an iterative-alternating estimation algorithm is proposed for analog-chain
mismatch coefficients.

« CRLB for estimating mismatch coefficients. To measure the performance of the proposed
algorithms, we derive the CRLB for the mismatch coefficient estimation. The CRLB reveals
that the errors in estimating mismatch coefficients of digital chains and analog chains are
independent of each other, and the mismatch coefficients of receive digital chains can be

estimated perfectly.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the system model. The
hierarchical-absolute reciprocity calibration for the mmWave-HBF system is proposed in Section
III. In Section IV, the performance including the overhead, computational complexity, and
CRLB of the proposed calibration is derived. Simulation results are given in Section V, and the
conclusion is given in Section VI. For readability, some proofs are deferred to the supplementary
material.

Throughout the paper, vectors and matrices are denoted in bold lowercase and uppercase

respectively, e.g., a and A. Let AT, A”, and A~! denote the transpose, conjugate transpose,
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Fig. 1. Hybrid beamforming massive MIMO with reciprocity mismatch.

and inverse of a matrix A, respectively. tr(-), E(-), and vec(-) stand for the trace operator, the
expectation operation, and column vectorization. Let |a| and Za denote the amplitude and phase
of the complex number a, and || - ||r denotes the Frobenius norm. diag(ay, - - ,ay) denotes an
N by N diagonal matrix with diagonal entries given by ay,--- ,ay, and blkdiag(a;,--- ,ay)
represents a block diagonal matrix. ®, ®, and o represent the Kronecker product, Khatri—-Rao
product, and Hadamard product, respectively. C and R stand for the complex numbers and real
numbers, respectively. Let [1 : N| denote the set {1,2,---, N}, and a%b denote the remainder
of a divided by b.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an mmWave massive MIMO system as illustrated in Fig. 1, where the BS is
assumed to communicate with a single UE. The BS is quipped with M, digital RF chains and
N, analog RF chains, and the UE is equipped with M, digital RF chains and N, analog RF
chains. In both BS and UE, each analog chain is connected to an antenna in the uniform linear
array (ULA), and the digital chains are connected to the analog chains via a fully-connected
phase shift network.

In mmWave systems, the wireless channel is generally considered to possess limited scattering.
Thus, we adopt a geometric channel model with K (K < N, V;) scatters, and each scatter
contributes to a single propagation path between the BS and UE. Based on these assumptions,

the wireless channel between the BS and the UE can be modeled as
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where o, ~ CN(0,02) is the complex gain of the k-th path, a;(fy) € CM and a,(¢) € CM

denote the array steering vectors of the BS and UE which are given by
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A is the wavelength of the carrier, and d is the distance of the adjacent antenna set to \/2, 0 €
[—7/2,7/2) and ¢, € [—7/2,7/2) are the azimuth angles of arrival or departure (AoAs/AoDs)
of the BS and MS.

In a practical system, the receive and transmit RF chains are generally asymmetric. Let T /R,
and Ts/R represent the mismatch matrices of the transmit/receive digital and analog RF chains
of the BS, and denote V;/U; and V, /U, as the mismatch matrices of the transmit/receive digital

and analog RF chains of the UE. All of these matrices are diagonal and defined as
Ty = diag(ti, - tin,), To = diag(tar, - t2n,),

R, =diag(r11, -+ , 710, ), Ro=diag(raqs, -+ ,ran,), -
V), =diag(viq, - ,v10,), Vo =diag(vay, -+ ,van,),
= diag(uy 1, - ,u1n,), Us = diag(ugq, -+, uzn,)
where t,,/71,, denotes the mismatch coefficient of the m-th (m € [1 : M;]) transmit/receive
digital RF chain of the BS, and ¢, ;/r2,; denotes the mismatch coefficient of the i-th (i € [1 : N;])
transmit/receive analog RF chain of the BS. At the UE side, vy /u1 7 denotes the mismatch
coefficient of the m-th (m € [1 : M,]) transmit/receive digital RF chain, and v ;/u,; denotes
the mismatch coefficient of the i-th (z € [1: N,]) transmit/receive analog RF chain.
As depicted in Fig. 1, the overall channel observed by the baseband processor is the combi-
nation of the wireless channel, the digital RF chain, the phase shifter network, and the analog

RF chain, which can be expressed by
Hy, = RHV, Hp, = UH'T, 4

where R = R,FTR,, T = T F, Ty, F, € CN*Me and F, € CV*M: are the analog receive and
transmit beamforming matrices of the BS, V = V,;B;V,, U = U,B7U;, B, € CN"*™ and
B, € CM*M: gre the analog beamforming matrices of the UE.

Based on the channel modeling and system setting, the downlink transmission signal received

by the UE can be denoted as

y = D'U,B'U,H"T,F,T;W,s + D'U,B’n, 5)



where D, € CM*M: g the digital combining matrix of the UE, W, € CM*M: denotes the
digital precoding matrix of the BS, s € C: denotes the data vector satisfying E {SSH } = paln.,
pa denotes the average transmit power, N is the number of data streams, and n € C™r represents
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector with distribution n ~ CA(0, 021y, ).

In TDD mode, the digital and analog beamforming matrices are computed by the BS based
on the knowledge of uplink CSI. According to (4), the estimated uplink CSI is unequal to the
downlink channel response at all, which is known as the reciprocity mismatch of the uplink
and downlink channel. With the reciprocity mismatch, the existing beamforming approaches for
HBF systems, e.g., [35], fail to achieve satisfactory performance. Further, due to the uncertainty
of the reciprocity mismatch coefficients, mmWave channel estimation approaches like [28] are

invalid. Accordingly, the reciprocity calibration is essential for mmWave-HBF systems.

III. RECIPROCITY CALIBRATION FOR MMWAVE-HBF SYSTEM

In this section, the reciprocity calibration approach is proposed. We first introduce an existing
reciprocity calibration approach for HBF systems and discuss its limitation in applying to
the fully-connected structure. Then, an absolute reciprocity calibration for the mmWave-HBF
system is proposed, which takes advantage of the particularity of the fully-connected structure

to decouple the calibrations of digital RF chains and analog RF chains.

A. Conventional Reciprocity Calibration Approach of HBF System

The conventional reciprocity calibration (CRC) of HBF was proposed in [27], which is an
extension of the relative calibration of the full-digital MIMO system. The CRC treats the HBF
system as a virtual full-digital MIMO with Ny M, virtual antennas and applies OTA signals to
estimate the ratio of the transmit and receive mismatch coefficients, which are also called relative
calibration coefficients.

In the CRC, the equivalent transmit and receive mismatch coefficients of the BS are defined
as Toq = T; ® Ty and Ry, = R; ® R, and the equivalent mismatch coefficients of the UE are
defined as Vo = V; ® V3 and U,y = U; ® U,. The equivalent uplink and downlink channels
are defined as Hyp, oq = (r ® Ro)H(vy; ® V) and Hpy, oq = (u; ® Ug)H” (t; ® Ty), where t;,
ri, vi, and u; consist of the diagonal entries of T¢, Ry, V;, and Uy, respectively. Based on

these definitions, the equation of CRC can be denoted as

HDL,eq = Ueqv;ll H%L’eq R;qlTem (6)
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where Cpg and Cyg represent the relative calibration matrices of the BS and UE.

To obtain the relative calibration coefficients, it is necessary to acquire the equivalent uplink
and downlink CSI. To estimate the equivalent downlink CSI, the BS transmits L...-length pilots
by using (... transmit beamforming matrices, and the UE receives the pilots with P... receive
beamforming matrices, where P...Quc = Lcc. Assume that a ()...-length pilot sequence is
denoted as {xi, Xz, ,Xq,.}, where x, denotes the pilot during the [(p — 1)Qcrc + g]-th trans-
mission (p € [1: Pu]) satisfying E {x,x} = p.I,,. During the training, the digital precoding
and combining matrices are set as identity matrices, i.e., D, = I, and W, = I,/ /M, and
the signal received by the UE can be denoted as

YUEp,q = UlBr,pHDLFt,qTIXq + UlBr,anE,p,q (7)

= BeqpHorcqFeq,qXg + Degp,q;
where Hp;, = U,HTT,, F;, denotes the analog beamforming matrix at the BS, B, , is the
analog combining matrix at the UE, F.,, = blkdiag(f,1,f,2,--- ,f, 1), f,m denotes the m-th
column of F; ,, B, = blkdiag(b,1,b,2, -+ ,by ), and by, ,,, is the m-th row of B, .
By stacking all Le,c-length signals in matrix form denoted as Yyg = [Y{g,, -+, Yigp, J* €

CMrFerexQere and Yyg, = [YUEp1, - » YUEp.Que)» the Teceived signal model can be given by
YUE = BeqHDL,equq + Neq> (8)
where B, = [BZ

eq,1’

CNtXchc’ Neq — [NT

eq, 10’

T T T M Pero XNy |0
Beq,Q’ T 7Beq,Pch] € CMifere i Feq — [Feq71X17 Feq,2x27 e aFeq7chcXchC} €

Nva T N o )
. ,Nequ] ,and Negp = Meqp1, s Neqpue- BY vectoring the

matrix Yyg, the received signal can be further denoted as
vec(Yur) = Bacevec(Hpr eq) + vec(Neg), 9)

where B = (ng X Beq). Using the LS approach[36], the equivalent downlink channel is
estimated as
vec(Hpr,eq) = (B Bere) "B vee(Yug). (10)
Similarly, to estimate the equivalent uplink channel, the UE transmit the uplink training pilots
to the BS. Further, to estimate the calibration coefficients, the UE feeds back the estimated
downlink channel to the BS.

After the BS estimates the uplink channel and receives the downlink channel fed back from

the UE, the calibration coefficients can be computed by the following proposition.

Proposition 1 (CRC coefficients). With the knowledge of the equivalent uplink and downlink
channels, the CRC coefficients can be computed by

c =1, _thC,l *CRC,2(H€RC,2HERC,2)_1]T7 (11)



where hcprep is the first column of matrix Hege, Herc 2 consists of the second to last columns
of matrix Here, Herce is an (Vg M + N, M,)-order square matrix defined as Hore = [Ty n, ©

T T
HUL,eq7 _HDL,eq © IMrNr]'

Proof: The results can be derived based on [27] by assuming that the antennas of the BS

are divided into the group .4 and the antennas of the UE are divided into the group B. [ ]
To measure the complexity of the CRC, we further derive the overhead and computational
complexity. The overhead of reciprocity calibration can be expressed by the count of channel
use for transmitting calibration signals and feeding back the estimated CSI. The computational
complexity can be measured by the times of multiplication for estimating the channel state

information and computing the mismatch coefficients.

Remark 1 (Overhead and complexity of CRC). According to (10), FeT ®]§eq must be a full col-

q
umn rank matrix to estimate the downlink channel. Based on the property of the Kronecker prod-

uct, the pilots must satisfy the condition that ()., > N;M; and P... > N;, and Lc. > N M;N;.
This result means that the least overhead of downlink channel estimation is N, M; V. Since the
uplink channel estimation is similar to the downlink channel estimation, the entire overhead of

the CRC can be denoted as NyN,(M; + M, + 1). Further, since the computation complexity

is mainly determined by computing the inverse matrices of BY B, € CNMNeMexNeMNeMe

T . NeM+Ny My) x ( Ny My +Ne My
and Hepe o Hepeo € CNeMe )X (N M, )

O(NPMENZMY).

, the computation complexity of the CRC is

In the CRC, the dimensions of the equivalent channels Hyp, o and Hpp o, (see (6)) are
much larger than that of the actual wireless channel matrix H (see (1)), which generates the
heavy overhead of the channel estimation and high computational complexity. Further, since
the CRC only estimates the ratio of the mismatch coefficients of transmit chains and receive
chains, mmWave channel estimation of mmWave systems, which requires the knowledge of
the individual mismatch coefficients, becomes invalid. Thus, due to limitations of the CRC in
fully connected mmWave-HBF systems, we propose a hierarchical-absolute calibration (HAC)
approach, which decouples the reciprocity calibration of digital RF chains and analog RF
chains and estimates the individual mismatch coefficients of transmit chains and receive chains,

respectively.

B. Decouple Principle of HAC

To reduce the overhead and complexity of the reciprocity calibration of fully connected

HBF systems, digital RF chains and analog RF chains must be calibrated individually, which
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Fig. 2. Decouple the digital RF chains from the analog RF chains.

means hierarchical calibration. To adopt the mmWave channel estimation approaches of mmWave
systems, the individual mismatch coefficients are required rather than the ratio of the mismatch
coefficients, which can be addressed by applying the absolute reciprocity calibration.

However, due to the fully-connected structure of the HBF system, HAC encounters two
challenges. On the one hand, the digital RF chains and analog RF chains are physically coupled
via the fully-connected phase shift network, which results in the decoupling challenge. On the
other hand, the fully-connected phase shift network causes that the RF chains can not transmit
and receive signals independently, which results in the calibration challenge. To a certain degree,
these problems can be addressed by using extra auxiliary circuits to assistant the reciprocity
calibration, e.g. the calibration approaches presented in [37], [38]. But the auxiliary circuits may
bring extra non-reciprocity, and the calibration accuracy of hardware-circuit calibration highly
depends on the auxiliary circuits [20]. Thus, we propose an OTA-based HAC for mmWave-HBF
systems. Specifically, the calibrations of digital and analog RF chains are decoupled by a targeted
beamforming scheme, and the mismatch coefficients are estimated by the OTA training signals
between the BS and UE.

In the rest of this section, we will introduce the decoupling principle of the proposed HAC.
Since the transmitter and receiver employ similar HBF structures, the decouple operation is first
explained in the multi-input single-output (MISO) system for clarity, and then we will propose
the concrete design for the general HBF-MIMO system.

MISO system for decoupling digital chains from the analog chains: We consider a MISO
system where the transmitter is equipped with the fully-connected HBF structure and the receiver
is equipped with a single antenna as illustrated in Fig. 2a. Thanks to the fully-connected structure,
the signal transmitted from each digital RF chain passes through all antennas in the transmitter

and all wireless channels. For example, if the m-th transmit digital chain transmit a signal x,,
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Fig. 4. The overall calibration process.

to the receiver, the received signal can be denoted as

Ym = t1;m 0 Tofy T + 1 = tymheqm@om + T, (12)
heq,m

where heq,, denotes the virtual equivalent channel between the m-th transmit digital chain and
the receive antenna. Based on this, the HBF MISO system can be virtually constructed as a DBF
MISO system as illustrated in Fig. 2b, where the virtual antennas are the transmit digital chains,
and the virtual-equivalent channels consist of the phase shift network, the analog RF chains, and
the wireless channel. Further, it can be found that the virtual-equivalent channels equal to each
other when the beamforming vectors are identical, i.e., f; = --- = f;;. Thus, by applying this
analog beamforming design, the digital chains can be decoupled from the analog chains, and the
absolute reciprocity calibration can be considered as the calibration with known channel gains.
MISO system for decoupling the analog chains from the digital chains: Since each digital
RF chain is connected to all analog RF chains via the fully-connected phase shifter network,
the antenna array can be considered as an ABF system as shown in Fig. 3a. By using only
one digital RF chain to transmit and receive calibration signals, the analog RF chains can be
decoupled from the digital RF chains as illustrated in Fig. 3b. Based on this design, the analog

RF chains can be calibrated with signal processing approaches.
Concrete design: Based on the above MISO systems, the decoupling principle can be extended
to a general case where both the BS and UE are equipped with multiple antennas and HBF
structures as illustrated in Fig. 1. For general point-to-point HBF MIMO systems, the overall

HAC training phases can be divided into two phases, which are downlink training and uplink



training as illustrated in Fig. 4. During the training processes, the calibration training signals
and beamforming matrices of the BS and UE should be designed to decouple digital and analog
RF chains. By taking the downlink training phase as an example, the concrete designs are given
as follows.

o Downlink training pilots: The entire L4-length downlink training pilots consist of Lg,-
length pilots for calibrating digital RF chains and Lg,-length pilots for calibrating the analog
RF chains, where L4, + Lg, = Lq. To increase the degree of freedom of received signals,
the Lg4.-length pilots are transmitted by using Q4. transmit beamforming matrices and
received by using Py, receive beamforming matrices, where Ly, = (g, Py,. The Lg,-length
pilots possess the homologous structure, i.e., Lqy = QgaPaa. By using {x;, -+ ,xg,..} to
represent the pilots set, the transmitted pilot xq; during the [-th transmission can be denoted
as Xq; = X, where E {x,x} = pcly,, ¢ = 1%Qa, when | < Lq,, and ¢ = (I — La;) %Quaa
when Ly, <1 < Ly, Qumax = max{Qar, Qua}-

« Beamforming design for calibrating digital chains: Let Fy, , € CY>** denote the analog
transmit beamforming matrix and By, , € CN**Mr represent the receive beamforming matrix
during the [-th transmission, where | < Lg,, ¢ = [%Qq:, and p = [%Pg,. To decouple the
mismatch of the digital chains from the analog chains, analog beamforming matrices are
designed as Fg,; = -+ = Fa, 0, = fo,1};, and Bg,; = -+ = Bay,p,, = ba,1}, , where
each element of f, € CM and by, € C™ possesses random phase. Further, the digital
precoding matrix can be designed as Wy, , = I, /v/M; and the digital receive combining
matrix is given by Dy, , = I,;, during the downlink training phase.

o Beamforming design for calibrating analog chains: During the /-th transmission (I >
Lyg,), the analog transmit beamforming matrix Fg, , and receive beamforming matrix By, ,
can be designed as random phase matrices, i.e., the elements of Fg4,, and By, , possess
random phases. Let W, , denote the digital precoding matrix and Dy, , denote the digital
receive combining matrix, where ¢ = (I — Lg;)%Qaa, and p = (I — Lq, )% Pya. To decouple
the mismatch of analog RF chains from the mismatch of digital RF chains, the digital
precoding matrix can be designed as Wy, , = blkdiag(1, 0as,—1,a,—1), and the digital receive

combining matrix can be given by Dy, , = blkdiag(1, 0ps,—1,01,-1)-

C. Problem Formulation and Decomposition of HAC

Since the mismatch coefficients of transmit chains have nothing to do with that of receive
chains, HAC can be divided into downlink HAC and uplink HAC. The downlink HAC is applied
to calibrate the transmit chains of the BS and the receive chains of the UE, while the uplink HAC



can calibrate the receive chains of the BS as well as the transmit chains of the UE. The uplink
HAC is similar to the downlink HAC. Thus, we introduce the signal modeling, the problem
formulation, and the problem decoupling by taking the downlink HAC as an example.
By considering the BS transmits [-th pilot to the UE, the signal received by the UE can be
modeled as
Ya, = Dz:lUlBg:lUQHTTQFt,llet,le,l + gy, (13)

where ng; = D], UB]nq;. When [ < Lg:, D;j = Daryp, Bry = Bary, Fiy = Farg, and
Wi, = Wy, Where p = (%Py,, and ¢ = [%Qq,. When | > Lg,, Dyj = Daayp, Bry = Baay,
F., =Fqa, and Wy, = Wy, ., where p = (I — Lg,)%Paa, and g = (I — Lay) %Q4a-

After the BS transmits Lg4-length pilots to the UE, the optimization problem for jointly
estimating U;, Uy, Ty, T5, and H can be formulated as

Lq

i — D7, U,BT Hp Fy Ti%q)|| 14
U17T11711[}£17T27H ; HYd,z r Y10 HpLley 1Xd,lHF7 (14)
where Hp;, = U,H' T, X4, = Wy,;Xq,;. Thanks to the proposed pilots and training scheme
design, the above joint optimization problem can be equivalently decoupled into two subproblems

demonstrated in the following proposition.

Proposition 2 (HAC problem decoupling). Based on the specific pilots and training scheme
design in Section III-B, the problem of HAC in (14) can be equivalently decoupled into two

independent problems as

: 2
Pr: min || Yo — (1p, ® u)t] Xa|p (15)
ug,ty
. 57T T = 2
Pr: min  ||[Yaa — Bi,UsH ToF 4, Xqa | (16)
Uz, T2, H
where Yar = [Yg 1 Yap, " Yap = [Yap-1Qu+1: " Ydpeu)s W consists of the
diagonal entries of Uy, t; is composed of the diagonal entries of T, Xq4, = [x1, - , X0, ],
Yo = Vi1 Yaapa s Ydap = [Yao-0Quartts s YdpQaat]s Baa = [Paaias  baa,py,.l;
Fao = [f1a11, > Fa0.0uu1)> Xda = diag(z11,-++ ,20,,.1)> Pdap, is the first column of By, ,,

fia,41 denotes the first column of Fg,,, and z,; represents the first entry of x,.
Proof: See Appendix A. [ |

Remark 2 (HAC decoupling). Since the problem P; can solve the mismatch coefficients of the
transmit digital RF chains of the BS and those of the receive digital RF chains of the UE, it is

known as the downlink calibration problem of digital RF chains. Similarly, the problem P is



the downlink calibration problem of analog RF chains. Thus, Proposition 2 indicates that HAC
can be decoupled into the calibration of digital RF chains and the calibration of the analog RF

chains, which is the purpose of the hierarchical calibration.

D. Solution to Calibration Problem of HAC

As P; and P, are independent of each other, we first find the solution to P;, then solve Ps.
As the objective of P; is bilinear, it can be solved by iterative approaches but this is inefficient.
To solve P; efficiently, we propose a closed-form solution by regarding the first receive digital
chain of the UE as the calibration reference.

By using the auxiliary variables Xg,, = ulxdTmp and xq,, = X2 t1, the problem P; can be

further formulated by

Par
. - S 2
Pi1:  min D [ Yarp — Xarglfp - (17)
{Xdr,p}pe[l:Pdr] p=1

By taking the derivative of the objective function of P, ;, the solution can be given by[36]
Xdr,p = Ydr,p7 Vp € [1 : Pdr]- (18)

Since the first receive digital RF chain of the UE is the reference, its mismatch coefficient can
be treated as a known constant, e.g., w11 = cqr 7# 0. Based on this assumption and (18), xth’p

equals to the first column of Xdr,p, i.e.,

1
Xdtp = ayci,@,wrﬂ, Vp € [1: Py, (19)

where yq, , is the m-th row of Yyg,.
By substituting (19) into (15), the solution to the problem P; can be given in the following

proposition.

Proposition 3 (Solutions to the problem P;). By assuming that the first receive digital RF chain
is set as the reference, i.e., u;; = cq4,, the solutions to t; and u; can be given by

N ~ ~ ~ ~ _11H
U = car [LyEYa (YY) ™, (20)

£ = (15, © (X5.X5) " Xa] v, 1)

CdrPdr
where ¥4, = [vec(Yar1)T, -, vec(Yarp, )T]T € CPaQa(M—1) y o consists of the second to
the last row OdeLp’ Ydr = [(Ydr,1®IMr—1)7 R (ydr,(Pdrfl)Mr+1®IMr—1)]T c CPerdr(Mrfl)X(Mrfl),

and yq;, = [ydr,h c qur,(Pdr—l)Mr-&-l]T-

Proof: See Appendix B. [ ]



Remark 3 (The special solution to P;). Equations (20) and (21) give the general solutions to
P, and are dependent on the value of c4,. In practice, it is difficult to determine the value of
cq-. To avoid this issue, the mismatch coefficient of the reference can be set to 1, i.e., cg, = 1.
In this case, equations (20) and (21) degenerate to a special solution to P;. Since the vectors
parallel to t; and u; can be applied to the calibration, the special solution to P; still works for

the reciprocity calibration.

Then, the mismatch coefficients of analog RF chains can be estimated by solving P;. By
exploiting the geometry channel model of mmWave, the calibration problem of analog chains
can be further written as

. D1 T ¥
P,y min HY _ BT U,AHATT,X
1 U, T,,0,8 H, da ™ Pda 250 et da

(22)

2
9
F

where Xy = FauXaar A¢ = [ag(6)), - ,a,(0k)] € CVE A, = [a (), -, a(ox)] €
CN*K_and H, = diag(oq,--- ,ax)vVNiN;/VK. As the variables are correlated with each
other, this problem is nonconvex and there is no tractable solution to the problem. To solve Ps
efficiently, inspired by [39], we propose an alternating optimization algorithm to solve a locally
optimal solution.

During the [,,-th iteration, we apply the least square algorithm to estimate the diagonal matrices

U,, Ty, H,, then, propose an algorithm to estimate the AoA and AoD matrices ©, P.

Lemma 1 (Solution to the diagonal matrices). During the [,,-th iteration, when Téf“’_l, Ul;c’_l,

®'~! and ®'~! are known, the diagonal elements of ngj0 can be estimated by
hge = argmin (T3, Us* ™" He, O 71 @) = (DTy) "' Tfvee {Yau} . (23)

where Ty, = (X% Tho ' A1 © B, Uy Ale~1), When The™! Hle, and @', &~ are

o

known, the diagonal elements of UZ;O can be estimated by
uge = argmin g(Ts* ™', Uy, Hie, @'~ @) — (DIT) "' T vec{Ya}, (24
up

where T, = (X7 Tho ! AL~ Hle (Ale~1)T © B,). Similarly, by giving Use, Hae, @71 and

&>~ the diagonal entries of T, can be given by
the = arg min (T, Uje, Hie, @'t @) = (T'Ty) "'T{vec {Yaa}, (25)
where Ty = (XZ ® B, U} Aloo—1Hlo (Al~1)T),

Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix C of Supplementary Material. [ ]



Algorithm 1 The AoAs/AoDs updating
Input: UZQ‘"“’, Tl;“, H’aa°, @1 Plo~1 and the convergence condition €g,.
: Initialize I,, = 1, and ®"" " = Plew—1,

2: repeat

b

. . = lan— . . . A = lan—
3. Compute the array steering matrix A, (® 1) and its gradient matrix A (® 1)

4:  Compute the equivalent receive signal matrix Y g, = Yda — BdTaUl;OAr(@la“_l)leaO;
5. Compute the increase of direction angles £ = %{(F? I‘E)}”?R{I‘f vee(Yaar) }s

6:  Upgrade the direction angles o = ! 4 &, and set [y, = Lo, + 1;
7. until | @™ — &2 < e

Output: The updated ®'.

Finally, we propose a AoAs and AoDs updating algorithm' when Ule, Tl;", Hlz, CE
and ®>~! are given. Since the AoAs and AoDs can be estimated using the same approaches,
we introduce the updating algorithm by taking updating the AoDs ® as an example. Since
the problem for estimating AoDs is nonlinear, it is difficult to solve the AoDs directly. To
address this issue, as presented in [40], the nonlinear problem is transformed into a series of
linear problems by using the first-order Taylor expansion to approximate the array steering
vector. Let & (k € [1 : K]) denotes the differences between the estimated AoDs @ and the
real AoDs ®. By assuming that the differences are small, the array steering vector can be
approximated by the first-order Taylor expansion denoted as a,(¢;) = a,(¢x) + a,(dx)Ex, Where
a (¢r) = 0ar(dr)/ 00k 4=, = ar(en) © [0, =55 cos @y, -+, =5 5Ny — 1) cos ¢4]".  Then,

the problem P, ; can be further formulated as
Py :  min | Yl — BLUs A, (®)AH (26)

2
)
{kren:x F

where H» = H AT T3 X0, Yaar = Yo — B U A (@)Hb, A = diag(&y, -+, k), and
A (®) = [a,(41), - ,a,(¢x)]. The solution can be given by

&€ =R{(T{Te)} " R{T vec(Yaar)}, 27)

;= H>)T0o Bl Uk A.(®). Since &, is assumed to be small, the updating requires several
iterations, and the iterative updating algorithm is summarized as Algorithm 1.

It is worth noting that the initial values of AoAs ® and AoDs ® can be roughly calculated
by direction finding methods, e.g., the modified MUSIC algorithm in [41].

'The update method of AoA/AoD is not restricted to the algorithm proposed in this paper. Some existing methods, such as

those presented in [30], can be employed.



Algorithm 2 Alternating Optimization for solving P ;
Input: The received signals Y q4,, and the convergence threshold e.

1: Setl,, = 1; initialize Ul;‘“’l, Té‘"‘“’l, and Hl;rl randomly; initialize AoAs ®'>~! and AoDs
®'~! by the modified MUSIC algorithm in [41];

2: repeat

3. Estimate the channel gain H by using (23);

4:  Estimate mismatch coefficients Tl;" by using (25);

5. Estimated mismatch coefficients Ul;o by using (24);

6:  Upgrade the AoAs ®"° and AoDs ®"° with Algorithm 1; set l,, = [, + 1;

7: until |g(Tho, Uge! Hleowl @™t Pleo™l) — g(The Uke Hlo @k dl)| < ¢

Output: The mismatch coefficients Uy° and T,

Finally, based on Lemma 1 and Algorithm 1, the problem P, ; can be solved by an alternating

optimization algorithm, which is summarized as Algorithm 2.

Remark 4 (Convergence analysis). In Algorithm 1, each iteration can minimize the objective

of 7)2.1, i.e.,

dar dar (28)

_ - = 2 _ - -
|Yi - BLURA(@" AR | > ||Yh; - BJUA(@™) AR
F

2
F

Thus, Algorithm 1 can achieve a local convergence. For Algorithm 2, each alternating optimiza-
tion can minimize the objective §(Ty, Us, H,, ©, ®). In other words, we have

e laofl laofl lao_l lao_l lao_l e laof1 laofl lao lao_l lao_l

g(TQ 7U2 7Ha 76 7¢ )zg(TQ 7U2 7Haa@ 7¢ )

(29)
Z g(Téao—17 Ul2am7 Hl;o7 @lao*l7 @lao*l) 2 I Z g(Téa(,v? Ul23u,v7 Hgo7 @lao’ @130)7

and thus, Algorithm 2 converges to a minimum.

Similarly, the mismatch coefficients of the receive RF chains of the BS and the transmit RF
chains of the UE can be estimated by the uplink calibration. During the uplink calibration, the UE
transmits pilots to the BS, and the BS estimates the mismatch coefficients by Proposition 3 and
Algorithm 2. With estimated mismatch coefficients, the reciprocity mismatch can be compensated

in the digital domain. Thus, the overall procedure of HAC can be summarized as follows.
Step 1 (Downlink calibration) The BS sends downlink pilots to the UE. After receiving the

downlink pilots, the UE jointly estimates the mismatch coefficients of the transmit RF

chains of BS and the receive RF chains of UE by Algorithm 2;



Step 2 (Uplink calibration) The UE transmits uplink pilots to the BS. Based on the received
uplink pilots, the BS calculates the mismatch coefficients of the receive RF chains of
BS and the transmit RF chains of UE with Algorithm 2;

Step 3 (Mismatch coefficients feedback) The UE feeds back the estimated mismatch coefficients
to the BS, and the BS sends the mismatch coefficients to the UE;

Step 4 (Reciprocity mismatch compensation) During data transmission phases, CSI H can
be estimated by utilizing the knowledge of mismatch coefficients and some existing
approaches , e.g., the methods presented in [28]—[30]. Then, the equivalent downlink CSI
can be formulated as U, H” T, and the precoding/combining and beamforming matrices
can be designed by some existing approaches, e.g. the methods proposed in [32]-[34].
Finally, the mismatch of digital RF chains can be compensated by multiplying the
inverse of mismatch coefficients matrices of digital chains on the precoding/combining

matrices.

E. Extend HAC to the multi-user scenario

Although the HAC is introduced in a point-to-point HBF system, it can be also applied in multi-
user HBF systems, where a single BS serves G UEs simultaneously. Each UE is equipped with
an HBF transceiver. Same as the single-UE case, the HAC consists of the downlink calibration
and the uplink calibration. For both downlink and uplink calibrations, the pilots and beamforming
designs remain consistent to the single-UE case.

Downlink calibration: The BS sends training pilots to the UEs, and the g-th UE received

signal can be denoted as
Yagi = Dy, UgiBl, Uy s HIToF ' Ty Wy xq; + Ay, (30)

where H, denotes the wireless channel between the g-th UE and the BS, U,; and U,, are
the mismatch coefficient matrices of the receive digital and analog chains of the g-th UE. Since
(30) of each UE is same as (13), it can be solved by the same approach, i.e., Proposition 2,
Proposition 3, and Algorithm 2.
Uplink calibration: The UEs sends training pilots to the BS, and the received signal can be
given by
Yul = WZlRle:[R2HmuV2Bt,lvlDt,lXu,l + Ny, 3D

where Hmu = [Hh s ,Hg], VQ = blkdiag(VLg, cee ,VGQ), Bt,l = blkdiag(BmLh s 7Bt,G,l)’
Vi = blkdiag(Vig, -+, Van), Xuu = [x0, Dy, x0 o DY, 1", Vg1 and Vg, represent
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the mismatch matrices of the transmit digital and analog chains of the g-th UE. The uplink

calibration problem can be formulated as

vi 7Ri 7Hmu

Ly
min Z Hyu,l — WZ:lRlFZ:ZRQHmuVQBt,lVIXu,l Hi ; (32)
=1

which can be decomposed into the calibration problem of digital chains and analog chains by
Proposition 2. The uplink calibration problem of digital chains can be solved by Proposition
3, whereas the problem of analog chains can not solved by Algorithm 2 due to the different
structure of H,,,. Fortunately, if UEs feed back AoAs and AoDs estimated in the downlink
calibration to the BS, the BS only estimates the mismatch coefficients V, and R, which can be

solved by alternating optimization approach similar to Algorithm 2.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS OF RECIPROCITY CALIBRATION

In this section, we will analyze the performance of the proposed HAC. The minimum length of
the calibration pilots will be first derived, followed by the overhead and computational complexity
analysis. To measure the performance of the proposed calibration approach, the Cramér-Rao

lower bound will be derived as the benchmark of the calibration performance.

A. Overhead and Complexity of HAC
Based on the calibration signal design and estimation approaches, we can derive the require-

ments of the length of calibration pilots.

Proposition 4 (Length of downlink pilots). The proposed downlink training and estimation

approaches require that the length of pilots meets the following conditions

.
er Z Mt;
Pdr Z 17
(33)
Qda Z Nt - K + 17
\Pdaer—KJrl.
Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix D of Supplementary Material. [ ]

Based on the above pilot requirements and the proposed calibration algorithms, the overhead

and computational complexity of HAC can be given in the following lemma.

Remark 5 (Overhead and complexity of the proposed HAC). By considering the length of pilots

exactly meets the requirements denoted as (33), the overhead of downlink training is proportional



21

TABLE 1
COMPARISON OF HAC AND CRC

Overhead Complexity

CRC  N;MN, O(N2MENEME)
HAC M+ NeNy  O[Lao(M;? + M 4+ NP + N¢ + Lao K°)]

to M; + N, N;. In each iteration , the computational complexity is mainly caused by computing
the inverse of matrices. Let O(L,,K?) denote the total iteration number of updating AoA/AoD
and L,, represent the iteration number of Algorithm 2. The complexity of solve problem Ps
can be given by O[L,,(M2+ M2+ N3+ N2 + L,,K?)|. The comparisons between the overhead
and complexity of HAC and CRC are shown in Table I, which indicates that the proposed HAC
requires requires less overhead. According to experiments, both Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2

converge after several iterations, and the complexity of the HAC is also lower than the CRC.

B. CRLB of Calibration Coefficients
To verify the performance of proposed joint estimation approaches, we derive the CRLB of

Uy, t1, uy, and ty to be the performance benchmark, where 0y = [u12,- - , U, MY]T. We first

define the variable vectors as

n :[%{ﬁ?h %{ﬁfh %{t{}a %{t{}a [%{ug}7 %{u§}>

R{t3 }, S{t3 . R{h, }, 3{hy}, ©7, &7, o
M = [01, b1, 0z, 5], (35)

and the transformation function vector g(n) as
M = 8(n) =[R{a7 } +53{ar}, R{t] } +53{t1 }, 6)

R{ug )+ S {u] ) ®{e3) +53(85)] "
Based on this definition, the CRLB of the equivalent mismatch coefficients 7,, can be defined

as follows.

Definition 1 (CRLB of 7). According to the transformation relation in [42], the CRLB of 0,

can be given by

CRLB(1)u1,:) = lagég)z(n)‘l (ag(")) ] : 37)
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where Z(n) denotes the Fisher information matrix of ), and 7, is the i-th entry of 7,,,.

Lemma 2 (Transformation of the Fisher information matrix). By dividing the variables into two
parts and defining the vectors n; = [R{af }, S{al}, R{tT}, S{t7}]T and n, = [R{ul'}, S{ul},
R{tT}, {7}, R{LTY {h’}, @ ®"]7, the Fisher information matrix Z(n) can be further
denoted as

() = blkding[Z(m,), Z(my)] 38)

where Z(n,) denotes the Fisher information matrix of n,;, Vi € {1, 2}.

Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix E of Supplementary Material. [ ]
Thus, to derive the closed-form expressions of the CRLB of 1, we first derive the closed-form

expression of Z(n,) denoted as follows.

Lemma 3 (Closed-form expression of Z(n,) ). The closed-form expression can be given by

Z(m)= blkdiag(f(m,l),I(m,z)), (39)

where I("h,1) = lim, o 2y~ 25:1 th,pHQI2Mrf2, I<771,2> = 2/70|6d|2Ldr‘7;212Mw M1 =

(R{nt}, S{ai})", and n, 5 = [R{t]}, S{t7}]".

Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix F of Supplementary Material. [ ]
Similarly, for deriving the closed-form expressions of 1, we derive Z(n,) denoted in the

following lemma.

Lemma 4 (Closed-form expression of I(n),)). The closed-form expression of I(1,) can be given

by )
I(ny) = SR{T/7,}, (40)

where Y, = [Ty, jI', Ty, jT, Th, jTh, Ty, T, Ty, Ty, and Ty are defined in Lemma 1, Ty =
(XgaTg®BYU2ArHa)ExyNthlkdiag(ét(91), tet 7ét(0K>>’ ét(ek) = at(Hk)o[O, —]2%6[ COs Qk, et
—jZ4(Ny—1) cos 0;]7, and Ey v, x = szzl(e;jf@)I]\ft ®ey), ey is the k-the column of Iy, Ty =
(XgaTQAtHa(gBTUQ)blkdiag(ﬁr((bl)7 T ,ﬁr<¢[()), and ér(¢k> = ar(¢k)o[07 _]Q%d COSs ¢k7 R

— BN, — 1) cos ]

Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix G of Supplementary Material. [ ]

Based on Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, the CRLB of 7, can be given in the following proposition.
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Proposition 5 (CRLB of 7). Based on the Definition 1, Lemma 3, and Lemma 4, the closed-
form expression of the CRLB of 7, can be given by

CRLB(1ut,i) = [~7<77ut)]i,i> 41)
with
J (1) = blkdiag ( 0 L R {xir,}) o (42)
ut M, —1, pc|ﬁd|2Ldr M 9 n +n )

where II = [blkdiag([Ly,, jIn.]. [Ini; JIn]), Ot m; ]
Proof: The complete proof is presented in Appendix H of Supplementary Material. [ ]

Remark 6 (CRLB analysis). From (41), the CRLB of u;,, (m € [1 : M,]) is equal to zeros.
This result is because u, ,, is estimated from the deterministic signals. The CRLB of ¢; ,,, (m €
[1: M,]) can be given by 02/(pc|B4|*La:), which indicates that increasing the pilots can improve

the accuracy of ¢y ,.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we will provide simulation results to evaluate the performance of the proposed
reciprocity calibration approach for the mmWave-HBF system.

The system parameters are set as follows. Analog RF chains of the BS and UE, and the
number of data streams are different in each simulation, while the number of digital RF chains
equals to a quarter of the number of analog RF chains, i.e., M; = N;/4 and M, = N, /4. The
path number K of the mmWave channel is set to 4. The variance o2 of the channel gain oy, is
set to 1, and the AoAs and DoAs obey the uniform distribution, i.e., {0y, o} ~ U(—7/2,7/2).
Then, the amplitudes of reciprocity mismatch coefficients obey the log-normal distribution, i.e.,
{In |t ), I rim ], I g m |, In s m|} ~ CN(0,0.01), and the phases of reciprocity mismatch
coefficients follow the uniform distribution, i.e., {Zt; ., Z7im, LUim, ZVim} ~ U(—7/6,7/6).
Further, the length of pilots is set to Q4. = M,, Py, = 1, and Qg, = Py, = 125. Finally, the
variance of the AWGN is 1, and p. = p./o? denotes the average SNR of received calibration

signals during the simulation.

A. NMSE of Estimated Mismatch Parameters

To illustrate the performance of the proposed HAC calibration approach, we compare the
normalized mean square error (NMSE) of the mismatch coefficients with the CRLB. The NMSE
of the mismatch coefficients is defined as NMSE(n,,) = E {1y — 1w ll2/l|mu]|% ) 1t is worth
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Fig. 5. The NMSE of the estimated mismatch coefficients Fig. 6. The NMSE of the estimated mismatch coefficients

versus the SNR of calibration signals. versus the length of calibration pilots.

noting that the Oracle HAC represents the reciprocity calibration with the knowledge of AoAs
and AODs, which is a performance benchmark of the proposed HAC.

Fig. 5 demonstrates the NMSE of the mismatch coefficients versus the SNR p. of the cal-
ibration signals, where the antenna numbers of the BS and the UE are set to three different
sets of parameters given by (Ni, N;) € {(32,32),(64,32),(128,64)}. It can be seen that the
NMSE of the proposed HAC gradually achieves a floor with the increase of calibration SNR.
This is because the solution to the nonconvex problem gets stuck in local optima. Further, the
figure also shows that the floor effect can be alleviated when the antenna number increases,
which is because the independence between array steering vectors increases with the increase
of antenna number. Besides, we find that the NMSE increases with the antenna number. This
result indicates that the system with more antennas requires higher calibration SNR to guarantee
the same calibration performance as the system possessing fewer antennas.

Then, the NMSE of the mismatch coefficients versus the length of calibration pilots is illus-
trated in Fig. 6 with the SNR of calibration signals set to p. = 10 dB. From the figure, it can
be found that the NMSE and CRLB decrease with the increase of calibration pilots, which is
consistent with the theoretical results shown in Proposition 5. This result indicates that better
performance of the proposed HAC can be achieved at the cost of overhead or power. Also, the
curves of the proposed HAC gradually approach floors when the length of pilots increases, while
the curves of the Oracle HAC gradually converge to the CRLB. Increasing the antenna number

can reduce the floor effect.

B. NMSE of Channel Estimation

To examine the efficacy of the reciprocity calibration in mmWave-HBF systems, we study the

NMSE of the uplink channel estimation by using the two-dimension MUSIC algorithm proposed
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in [28], and the pilot block is set to 40.The NSME of the estimated channel is defined as
NMSE(Huw) = E {|/Huow — Huw [}/ Hucllf | 43)

where Hy;, denotes the estimated channel from the uplink pilots. It is worth noting that ~’Perfect
Cal.” denotes the mismatch coefficients Uy, T, Usy, and Ts are known perfectly, and “Without
Cal.” represents that the mismatch coefficients are completely unknown.

Fig. 7 demonstrates the NMSE of estimated uplink channel versus the SNR p; of the training
signals for the channel estimation, where the SNR p. of calibration signals is set to 10 dB, 20 dB,
and 30 dB. It can be seen that the NMSE of the perfect calibration decreases with the increase of
the training SNR, while the NMSE of the uncalibrated case almost remains constant. The NMSE
of the channel estimation with the proposed HAC also decreases and gradually achieves floors
with the training SNR increasing. The floor effect is caused by the estimation error of mismatch
coefficients. When the SNR of calibration signals increases, the curves of the proposed HAC can
approach the curve of the perfect calibration, which is because the estimation error of mismatch
coefficients decreases. Further, since the NMSE of HAC is much less than the NMSE of the
uncalibrated case, the proposed HAC can improve the system performance of the mmWave-HBF

system, significantly.

C. Achievable Rate of Downlink Transmission

To further examine the efficacy of the reciprocity calibration in mmWave-HBF systems, we
study the achievable rate of the downlink transmission. During the downlink transmission, the
transmit analog beamforming F; is set to F, = /V,, and the receive analog beamforming B,
is equal to B, = Z[_J;, where V, is the first M, columns of V,, U, is the first M, columns
of U,, V, and U, are obtained from the SVD of I:IDL = fJgHTQ, 1.e., I:IDL = UdEan . The
digital precoding and the digital receiver are set to W; = V4 and D, = Uy, where V4 and Uy
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consist of the first Ny columns of V4 and Uy, V4 and Uy can be obtained from the SVD of the
equivalent downlink channel H,, = UlB?ﬁDLFtTl. Thus, based on the downlink transmission

model (5), the sum achievable rate can be denoted as

Ng 7 2
pd‘hn n,
RDL = E E log 1 + —r s (44)
{ Pa i, [hean.il® + 52

ng=1

where Ny denotes the data stream number, and o7 = ||df, UBT||302, heqn, denotes the i-th
entry of heg ., and heg,, is the ng-row of DTU,BTHp F Ty W, T.

The sum achievable rate of downlink transmission with the reciprocity calibration versus the
downlink transmission SNR pg is illustrated in Fig. 8. From the figure, it can be observed
that the curves of the systems with the perfect calibration, HAC, CRC, and without calibration
achieve the same performance in the low SNR regime. This is because the impact of the noise
is much larger than the reciprocity mismatch when the transmission SNR is small. In the high
SNR regime, the achievable rate of the uncalibrated system converges to an upper bound, which
is caused by multi-stream interference. Also, the achievable rate of the system applying HAC
achieves the upper limit when the transmit SNR increases. For the perfectly calibrated system,
the achievable rate linearly increases with the log function of the transmit SNR increasing. This
is because the multi-stream interference can be completely mitigated by the HBF beamforming
with perfect knowledge of mismatch coefficients. Further, we can also find that the achievable
rate of HAC with p. = 30 dB is almost twice larger than that of the uncalibrated case. This
result implies that the reciprocity calibration can significantly improve the system performance
as expected. Besides, the achievable rate of the system using HAC is larger than that using CRC,
which indicates the proposed HAC outperforms the CRC.

Fig. 9 demonstrates the sum achievable rate versus the SNR of the calibration signals, where
the number Vg of data streams is set to 2 and 4, and the SNR p4 of the downlink transmission
signals is set to 30 dB. It can be found that the sum achievable rate increases with the SNR of
calibration signals increasing. This is because the estimation error decreases with the increase
of the calibration SNR and the power of the interference decreases with the decrease of the
estimation error of the mismatch coefficients. The gaps between the rates of the system using
the proposed HAC and those of the perfectly calibrated systems are much smaller than the gaps
between the rates of the system using CRC and those of the perfectly calibrated system. Further,
when Ng = 2, the curve of HAC approaches the curve of the perfect calibration more quickly.
This result indicates that the system transmitting more data streams requires higher calibration

SNR to have the same performance loss.
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Fig. 9. The sum achievable rate of the downlink trans- Fig. 10. The sum achievable rate of the downlink trans-
mission versus the SNR of calibration signals. mission versus the length of calibration pilots.

Finally, we examine the sum achievable rate versus the length of calibration pilots illustrated
in Fig. 10, where the SNR p4 of the downlink transmission signals is set to 20 dB and 30 dB,
and the SNR of calibrations signals is set to 10 dB. From the figure, it can be observed that the
achievable rate increases with the length of calibration pilots increasing, which is because the
estimation error of the mismatch coefficients decreases with the increase of the calibration pilots.
Further, the system with higher transmit SNR requires smaller calibration errors to guarantee

the same performance loss.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a hierarchical-absolute reciprocity calibration for the mmWave-
HBF system with the fully-connected phase shifter network. By proposing a specific beam-
forming design, the reciprocity calibration of the HBF system has been decoupled into the
reciprocity calibration of digital RF chains and analog RF chains. Based on the decoupling,
the entire reciprocity calibration problem of the HBF system has been equivalently decomposed
into two subproblems corresponding to the reciprocity calibrations of digital and analog RF
chains. Theoretical analysis has revealed that the overhead and computational complexity of the
proposed HAC is much smaller than the conventional reciprocity calibration of HBF systems
due to the decoupling. Further, based on the proposed calibration approach, we have derived the
CRLB of the mismatch coefficients, which indicated that the estimation errors of the mismatch
coefficients of digital and analog RF chains were independent, and the mismatch coefficients of
receive digital chains could be estimated perfectly. Finally, simulation results have demonstrated

that the proposed HAC significantly improved the system performance and outperformed the

conventional calibration.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Based on the specific design of the digital/analog beamforming matrices, when [ < Lg,, the

received signal in (13) can be rewritten as

ulbngDLfdrt{Xq + lllbgrl’ldyl = Bdult{xq + ulbgrndl, (45)

1
Ya, = —F——=
Vv M
where 5y = \/#MbngDLfdr, u; consists of the diagonal entries of Uy, and t; is composed of the

diagonal entries of T;. By stacking all Lg,-length signals y4; into the matrix form, the received

signals can be further denoted as

YdI‘ = Bd(lpdr ® u1)t’{Xdr + (IPdr ® ulbzl—‘r)NdIW (46)
where Yo, = [Y5 - Y5 b 1" Yarp = [Yap-1)Qut1s > Yapa)r Xar = X1, Xy,
Ny = [NdTrJ’ ... aNdTr,Pdr]T’ Ndnp = [nd,(p_l)erJrl; T 7nd7der]'

Similarly, when [ > Lg,, by substituting the designed beamforming matrices into (13), the

received signal can be rewritten as

(@) |uratiabl, (Hprfaa g 1241 + g
ya: = D3, UiBl. , HoLFaa g T1 Waa X + iy = dapl o , (47)
Onrr,—1
which indicates that signal yq,; received by the first receive digital RF chain is valid. By stacking

all Lq,-length signals yq,; 1 into matrix form, the received signal can be further denoted as

Yda = ul,ltl,lggaHDLFdaXda + Nda (48)

where Y4, = [ydTa,p e ,yga,pda]T, Ydap = [Yd,(p-1)Quat1,1>" " * > YdpQuar1)» Bda = [Pdaj,1s -+, bda,py,1]s
Fda = [fda,l,h e afda,Qda,l]’ Xda = dia’g(xl,la e 7dea71)’ Nda = blkdia‘g(bz{a,l’la e 7bga,Pda,l)[Nga717
o 7N£a,Pda]T’ and Nda,P = [ndV(p_l)Qda+17 T ndadea]'

By substituting (46) and (48) into (14), the optimization problem can be rewritten as

. T 2 57 —
min HYdr — fa(1p, ®uy)t) XdrHF + HYda — 1,111 B, HprF gaXda
u17t17U27T21H N / N

(49)

2
s
g

F(Batnr 1) 6(un 1,411, U, T2, H)
From (49), it can be observed that the functions f(f4,u;,t1) and g(uy1,t11, Uz, Ty, H) are
coupled to each other through the variables 34, u; 1, and ¢; ;. Fortunately, any vector t parallel
to the mismatch coefficient vector t; can be exploited to calibrate the reciprocity mismatch of
digital RF chains. This fact indicates that the unknown variable (4 in the function f(f4,uy,t;)
can be regarded as a scale factor of t; or u;. Similarly, since any vector G, parallel to the

mismatch coefficient vector u, can be used to calibrate the reciprocity mismatch of analog RF
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chains, the unknown variable wu; 1¢; 1 in the function g(uy1,t11, Ug, T2, H) can be also treated

as a scale factor of Uy or Ts. Therefore, (49) can be equivalently written as

1 _ T
e [V~ (e © )t} X

¢+ [[Yao - BLUH ToFeXal,.  (50)

fuay,ty) g(U2,T2,H)

It is worth noting that the solutions to the problem (50) are also the solutions to the problem (49).
Further, since f(u;,t;) and g(Uy, Ty, H) are independent of each other, the minimum sum of
these two functions is equal to the sum of the minimum of each function, i.e., min{ f (ug,ty) +
§(Uy, Ty, H)} = min{ f(uy, t;)} + min{g(Us,, Ty, H)}. Consequently, the problem (50) can be

decoupled into two independent subproblems denoted as

min fuay, ty),

ug,ty
(51
1 q Ty, H).
TQI,I%}?,H Q(U2> 29 )
Thus, Proposition 2 holds.
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

By substituting Xg;,, in (19) and u;; = 1 into (15), the objective of the problem P; can be

further denoted as

Py 2

_ 2 ~ 1 .
f<u17 tl) = Z |:||yzljr,(p71)Mr+1 - CerZ;rtlHF + HYdr,p — —WiYdr,(p—1)M+1 :|
Cdr
p=1 F (52)
= f(ﬁlv tl)
where de consists of the second to the last row of dep, and u; = [ULQ, e ,ulyMr]T. By
defining yq; = [Ydr,h T 7Ydr,(Pdr—1)Mr+1]T’ Yar = [VGC(Yer)T, T ,VGC(?dr,Pdr)T]T, and Ydr =
[(Yara ®In—1), -+ (Vae,(Pa—1)a+1 @ Ingo—1)]7, f(iy,t1) can be rewritten into the matrix form
denoted as )
< . 2 - |
fag,t) = |lya — ca(Lp, @ XG)t ||, + ’ Yar — C_Ydrul (53)
dr F
Then, P; can be equivalently transformed into
Pro:min  f(Ty,t)). (54)

uag,ty
Since the objective f (Qy,t1) of Py is the sum of two convex functions, P; 2 is a convex
problem without constraints. Thus, to solve G, we take the partial derivative of f (Qy,t1) with

respect to u; as follows
2
- 0|50 — LY@ H
a u ,t Yar Cr drU1 . 5 1 - s
fih) : £ = Y] (Far — — Yarit))" (55)

Bﬁl 6&1 Cdr
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By setting the derivative equal to zero, the solution to u; can be given by

- b ~ ~ 1 -
i Y en (YIY 0) " Y 4, (56)

T

where the condition (b) holds when Yy, is a full column rank matrix.
Similarly, by taking the partial derivative of f (g, t1) with respect to t; and setting the partial
derivative to zero, we can obtain the solution to t; denoted as follows

~ c ]_ -
t1 (:) - [(1Pdr ® Xgr)H<1Pdr ® Xgr)} 1(1Pdr ® X§r>Hydt

Cdr (57)

1 T * T\ I~
- Car Par [lpdr ® (Xerdr) de} Ydt,

where the condition (c) holds when (1p, ® X7 ) is full column rank. Thus, Proposition 3 holds.
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APPENDIX C

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

To estimate the diagonal matrix H,, the objective g(Ts, Uy, H,, ®, ®) of P, can be further

denoted as

- _ 2
(T2, Uy, H,, ©, ®) = Hvec (Y} — (X2 TyA, © B,UsA, )h,,
F

(38)
When Uy, Ty, ©, ® are known during the [,,-iteration, g(Ts, Uy, H,, ©, ®) is a convex function
corresponding to h,,. Thus, h, can be estimated by taking the derivative of g(T5, Uy, H,, ©, ®),
and the solution to h, is given by
h, = (TFT,) ' vec {Ya.}, (59)
where T'}, = (XgaTgAt ® B, UsA)).
Similarly, the diagonal entries of U, and T can be estimated as
u, = arg min ||vec {Yq,} — Tyus||z2 = (TXT) ' vec {Yaa}, (60)
tz = argmin [[vec{ Yaa} — Dbl = (T'Ty) "' T vee {Yaa} (61)

where T, = (XJ T,AH,(A,)” ®B,), and T, = (X}, ® B,UyA,H,(A,)7). Thus, Lemma I
holds.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

We first derive the pilot requirement for calibrating the digital RF chains. According to (20),
to guarantee a unique solution to u;, the matrix Yy, should have column rank, which is always
satisfied when Py, > 1 and (Qg, > 1. Similarly, based on (21), for computing t;, the matrix
1p, ® X7 should have column rank, i.e., rank{1lp, ® X! } = rank{X? } = min{M,, Qq,} >
M;. Thus, the pilots of digital RF chain calibration should satisfy

Qar = My, and Fy, > 1. (62)



Then, we derive the pilot requirement for calibrating the analog RF chains. To guarantee the

unique solution to h,, I'y, must be full column rank, i.e.,
krank(X% TyA,) + krank(B,U,A,) > K + 1. (63)

Since it is difficult to determine the krank of any matrices, we derive a sufficient condition to

guarantee the above inequality to hold, which is denoted as
Qaa = K, and Py, > K. (64)

To guarantee the unique solution to t, during the iteration, T'Y’T', must be full rank, i.e.,
rank(T'T) = N,. T/'T; can be further expressed by the Hadamard product denoted as
DTy = (X3 X4 o (ATHY AT'USBB, U, A HoAT) (65)

~~

T

According to [R1, (10)], the rank of the Hadamard product is given by
rank(TXT) > min{krank(X}, X% ) + rank(T',) — 1, N, }. (66)

As Xy, is artificially designed, we assume that krank(XéaXdTa) = rank(XéaXda) = min(Qqa, Ny).
Further, because of X' < [V, rank(f‘t) = min(Pya, K'). Accordingly, we can obtain the inequality

denoted as
min(Qga, Ny) + min(Pya, K) > Ny + 1. (67)

Similarly, to guarantee the unique solution to u, during the iteration, the rank of I'’T', must be

N;. Since B, is artificially designed, we can obtain the following inequality denoted as
min(Qqa, K) + min(Py,, N;) > N, + 1. (68)
The solution to the inequalities consisting of (64), (67), and (68) is given by
Qaa > Ny— K+1, and Py, > N, — K + 1. (69)

Therefore, Proposition 4 holds.

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

We use y4 to denote the received signal vector for estimating 7). The corresponding probability
density function of y4 is defined as p(yq;n). Then, the Fisher information matrix Z(n) can be
defined as [R2]

ro-s{ 222 [} {2 ]}




In Section III-C, the received training signal yq consists of two independent parts y4, and yga,
i, ya = [yL,yr]", where yq, is utilized to estimate iy and t;, and yq, is used to estimate
u, and t,. Thus, by dividing the vector i into two independent parts, i.e., n = [n7,nl]T"

b

the corresponding probability density function of y4 can be further denoted as p(yq;m) =
P1(Yars M)P(Yaai Ta)s where m, = [R{GT}, S{al}y, R{ETY, STETNT, my = R{ud}, S{ul),

R{tT}, {2, R{WTY, S{hT}, ©F, @717, p1(yar; 1) and py(yaa; ;) denote the corresponding
probability density functions of yg4, and yg4,. Then, based on (70), the Fisher information matrix

can be further given by

I(n)=-E {% {%(lnpl(ydr;m) +1np2(yda;n2))} }

9 Inpi(yarsm)  92Inpa(ydaina)

E— 7 8’7187I1T 87718772T (71)
P pi(yarm) 9% Inp2(ydaing)
amaon{ onyng

(a) .
= blkdiag|Z(n,),Z(n,)],

where (a) holds due to the independence between y4, and m, as well as the independence

9% Inpi(yariny)

between yq4, and 1y, Z(n,) = —]E{ } denotes the Fisher information matrix of 7,

8"11877{
and Z(n,) = —E {%ﬁ’}%m} denotes the Fisher information matrix of n,. Thus, Lemma 2
holds.
APPENDIX F

PROOF OF LEMMA 3
In Section III-C, u; and t; are estimated from the received signal y4, and yq;, respectively.
According to Proposition 3, yq, and ygq; are denoted as
Var = [vec(Yarn)T, - vee(Yarp,)']", and ya = [yara, - - Vv (Pa— D)Mot - (72)

Thus, similar to Lemma 2, we have Z(n,) = blkdiag(Z(n, ;), Z(n, »)) due to the independence
between yq: and yq;, where 1, ; = [R{u{}, 3{af}]", and n,, = [R{t] }, S{t{}]".
To derive the fishier information matrices, we first model the received signal Yy, ,. Based on
(45) and (46), Yq., can be denoted as
Ydr,p = Bdult{xdr + ulbngdr,p - ulxg;l,pa (73)
where X, , = SaXt; + NI bg,. Then, we have

dr,p

¥, ~ T
Yar,(p-1)M4+1 = U1,1Xenp, aDd Y, = WX, (74)



As we set the first receive digital RF chain of the UE to be the reference, e.g., ui1 = 1, Xy
is equal to the first row of Yg,,, i.€., Yar,(p—1)M+1 = Xinyp- This result indicates that Ydr,p 18
a deterministic signal without noises for computing u;. To derive the closed-form expression
of Z(n, ;), we regard computing 1; as an asymptotic case of the estimation from the signal in
white Gaussian noise with zero mean and zero variance. Thus, By using the vectorization of

Yr,, (74) can be rewritten as
vee{Yarp} = (Xinp © Lur, )Tt + D, (75)

where each entry of n,,, is distributed as CA'(0,7), and v — 0. Thus, vec{Yg,,} is distributed

“’tn,p —

N : o .
as CN (e, YIgas, ), where = (Xnp ® Iny )0y . Since Tt = [(Xtnp @ Ing—1), J(Xpnp ®
Ins,—1)] and based on [R2, (3.31)], the Fisher information matrix Z(n, ;) is given by

Par H Py, 2
2 a“n al’l’n 22 = Xn7 ||
Z(ny,) = ;Z%{< t ,p) t ,p} _ p=1 1 Xtn,p Tons o, (76)

1 a"7T1F,1 8”7{1 Y

Further, to derive the closed-form expression of Z (77172), we use the fact that yq, (-1, 41 =

BaXT ) + derNdr,p- The received signal yay,,—1)a1,+1 18 distributed as CN (Kt p; 021q), where

ap‘dt,p

_ T -
Kaip = PaXg, t1. Further, since onT

= [BaX,, jBaX,]. the closed-form expression of Z(n), ,)

can be given by

2 gy, \ 7 O 2P| Bal? ) a) 2pcQar Par|Bal?
1(771,2) _ 5 {( dt,p> dtp { _ d |Bd| %(Eau ®Xergr) (:) pPeQarPa |5d| Toas,,

2 T T 2 2
On a771,2 a"71,2 On On

(77)
where E,, = [1,7; —J, 1], and the step (a) holds by assuming that Xy, is orthogonal in the time
domain and X} X1 = p.Qa. Iy since M; < Q4. Thus, Lemma 3 holds.

APPENDIX G
PROOF OF LEMMA 4

In Section III-D, u, and t. are jointly estimated by using the received signal yq,. According

to (48), yqa can be given by

Vda = VeC(BgaUQArHaA?TQXda) "‘VeC(Nda)’ (78)

Haa

which obeys complex Gaussian distribution, i.e., yga ~ CN (ftq,, Xda), Where

Eda =K {VeC(Nda)VeC(Nda)H} = O-I2IIQdana' (79)



We first derive the partial derivative of pg4, with the respect to ®, which is denoted as

Opg . _ Ovec(A,)
£ = (X, ToAH, ® B.Uy)————~
ppr — (KinTaAs )T
— (X% T,AH, ® B,U,)blkdiag(a,(¢1), - , a(¢x)) (80)
= F¢7
where a,(¢y,) = 0a,(¢x)/0dk = a,(¢r)o[0, —j 22 cos @y, - -+, —jZZL(N, — 1) cos ¢y,]”. Similarly,
the partial derivative of p4, with the respect to © is denoted as
Obga - _ L _
al(f)dT = (X1 T, ® B,UyAH,)E, v, xblkdiag(a,(6), - - ,a,(0x)) =Ty, (81)
where a,(0)) = a,(61)0[0, —j 2 cos Oy, - -+, —jZL(N, — 1) cos 0,]T, and Ex no i = S pe, (€] ®

Iy, ® ey), e is the k-the column of Ig.
Based on (58), (60), (61), (80) and (81), the partial derivative of p4, with the respect to 1,
can be given by %’:}#* = [[y, T, Ty, jT, T, jT0, T, T's] = Y. Finally, based on [R2, (3.31)],
2

the Fisher information matrix Z(n,) can be given by

) o9 2
I(nQ):m{( ’“‘da) >l ’“”da}:;%{rf’rn}. (82)

on3 ) " omg
Accordingly, Lemma 4 holds.

APPENDIX H

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5

The partial derivative of the transformation function g(n) with respect to ) can be denoted

as

0 ) . . . ,
ag:’?) = blkdlag([IMrfh .]IMrfl]a [IMt ) jIMt]7 [INr ) .]INr]7 [INt ) .]INc]v 04K,4K>' (83)

Based on the definition of CRLB, we can obtain

Jg(n) ~, (0g(n)
on” Z(m) ((%T

H
) =blkdiag([Ins, -1, 7T, 1) Z(m11) " Tar—1, 5 Tas—1]", )

[IMt ) jIMt]I(nl,Q)il [IMt ) jIMt]H7 HI(TIQ)ilHH)?
where IT = [blkdiag([Ly,, jIn,], Iny, JIn]), On, 4, 4] By substituting (39) and (40) into (84),
the CRLB of n,, can be given by (41).
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