arXiv:2011.00828v1 [eess.SY] 2 Nov 2020

Millimeter-Wave Antenna Array Diagnosis with Partial Channel State Information

George Medina^∗, Akashdeep Singh Jida^∗, Sravan Pulipati^‡, Rohith Talwar^∗, Nancy Amala J^∗, Tareq Y. Al-Naffouri^§, Arjuna Madanayake^‡ and Mohammed E. Eltayeb^∗

∗Department of Electrical & Electronic Engineering California State University, Sacramento, USA. Email: mohammed.eltayeb@csus.edu ‡Electrical and Computer Engineering, Florida International University, Miami, USA. Email: amadanay@fiu.edu §King Abdullah University of Science and Technology, Thuwal, KSA. Email: tareq.alnaffouri@kaust.edu.sa

Abstract—Large antenna arrays enable directional precoding for Millimeter-Wave (mmWave) systems and provide sufficient link budget to combat the high path-loss at these frequencies. Due to atmospheric conditions and hardware malfunction, outdoor mmWave antenna arrays are prone to blockages or complete failures. This results in a modified array geometry, distorted far-field radiation pattern, and system performance degradation. Recent remote array diagnostic techniques have emerged as an effective way to detect defective antenna elements in an array with few diagnostic measurements. These techniques, however, require full and perfect channel state information (CSI), which can be challenging to acquire in the presence of antenna faults. This paper proposes a new remote array diagnosis technique that relaxes the need for full CSI and only requires knowledge of the incident angle-of-arrivals, i.e. partial channel knowledge. Numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed technique and show that fault detection can be obtained with comparable number of diagnostic measurements required by diagnostic techniques based on full channel knowledge. In presence of channel estimation errors, the proposed technique is shown to out-perform recently proposed array diagnostic techniques.

Keywords–Antenna Arrays, fault diagnosis, compressed sensing, millimeter-wave communication.

I. INTRODUCTION Communication in the Millimeter-Wave (mmWave) band is the new frontier for next generation wireless systems [1]- [4]. To provide sufficient link budget for these system, large antenna arrays will be required to enable directional precoding [4]-[6]. Thanks to the small carrier wavelength at mmWave frequencies, multiple antenna elements can be packaged onto a small chip, possibly with other RF components [7]. The densely packed antenna elements, however, introduces new challenges for these systems. The comparable sizes of blockages, e.g., dirt, water droplets, and ice, can completely (or partially) block mmWave signals incident on a single or multiple antenna elements. Manufacturing imperfections can also lead to antenna element failure. Antenna element blockage or failure randomizes the array’s geometry, and as a result, distorts its radiation pattern and causes uncertainties in the mmWave channel [8]. Therefore, it is crucial to design remote array diagnosis techniques that continuously monitor the performance of mmWave antenna arrays and minimize the effects of antenna element failures.

Several techniques based on sparse signal recovery have recently emerged in the literature to remotely diagnose antenna arrays in a fast and reliable manner [8]-[16]. These techniques formulate the fault detection problem as a sparse signal recovery problem in compressed sensing. Specifically, a sparse difference response vector is generated by subtracting the response of a reference fault-free antenna array from the response of a potentially faulty antenna array, commonly known as the Array-Under-Test (AUT). Using this sparse difference response vector, sparse signal recovery algorithms, see e.g. [17]-[20], are then applied to recover identity of the faulty antenna elements. We refer to such techniques as difference based techniques in this paper. Other techniques adopt a deep learning approach to diagnose mmWave antenna arrays [21] [22]. These techniques apply machine learning algorithms to identify faulty antenna elements by measuring distortions in the far-field radiation pattern. Despite their excellent performance, the above referenced diagnosis techniques require full and perfect channel state information (CSI) to generate and update the response of the reference fault-free antenna array in a timely manner. This is challenging since perfect CSI estimation is dependent on many factors e.g. link quality, number of scatters, estimation errors, etc., and the faulty array itself distorts the communication channel estimate [13]. To overcome this limitation, it is curial that new array diagnosis techniques are design to be independent on prior communication channel knowledge.

In this paper, we propose a new technique for remote array diagnosis. The proposed technique only requires knowledge of the set of all possible Angle-of-Arrivals (AoAs) the diagnostic signals take, and does not require full channel knowledge. The idea is to design the combining vector (or antenna weights) at the AUT to null diagnostic signals from all incident AoAs. In the presence of antenna faults, the receive beam pattern is distorted, and diagnostic signals can not be nulled. These received (or leaked) diagnostic signals are exploited to formulate the diagnosis problem as a sparse signal recovery in compressed sensing. As we will show in Section III, this technique enables antenna fault detection with just a few diagnostic measurements. The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows: (i) We present new array diagnosis formulation that takes the effect of the communication channel into account. Prior work assumes perfect knowledge of the far-field beam pattern and does not take the effect of the communication channel into account. (ii) We present a new and novel array diagnosis technique that relaxes the need for full channel knowledge. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper that proposes an array diagnosis technique that requires partial channel knowledge.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we formulate the mmWave antenna array diagnosis problem in the presence of multipath. In Section III, we present the proposed array diagnosis technique. In Section IV, we present some numerical results and conclude our work in Section V.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION We consider a transceiver equipped with a uniform linear antenna array which consists of N equally spaced elements and S << N possibly faulty elements. A fault is defined as any impairment that causes an antenna element to function abnormally. A fault can result from either physical blockage of an antenna element or circuit failure. While a linear array is adopted in this paper for simplicity, other antenna structures can be equally adopted.

To initiate antenna diagnosis, a probe is used to transmit M diagnosis symbols to the transceiver with the AUT. In the absence of antenna faults, the mth received diagnosis symbol can be written as

y_m = w^∗_mhs + z_m, (1)

where the entries of the combining vector w_m ∈ C^{N×1} represent the mth complex weights associated with the receive antenna, h is the mmWave channel between the transceiver and the probe, s_m is the mth transmitted diagnosis symbol, and z_m ∼ CN (0, σ^2) is the additive noise at the transceiver. A geometric channel model with L scatterers is adopted in this paper [4] [5] [23]. Under this model, the channel can be expressed as h = √ N L L∑ ℓ=1 α_ℓa(θ_ℓ), (2)

where α_ℓ ∼ CN (0, 1) is the complex gain of the ℓth path, θ_ℓ is the ℓth path AoA, and the vector a(θ_ℓ) represents the transceiver’s antenna array response corresponding to the ℓth AoA θ_ℓ. For simplicity, we set s = 1 in (1) and omit it from the subsequent analysis.

In the presence of antenna faults, the received diagnosis symbol becomes

ŷ_m = w^∗_mBh + z_m (3) = w^∗_mĥ + z_m (4)

where ĥ = Bh is the equivalent mmWave channel. The entries of the diagonal matrix B ∈ C^{N×N} are

B_{n,n} = { α_n, if the nth antenna element is faulty 1, otherwise, (5)

where α_n = κ_ne^{jΦn} , 0 ≤ κ_n ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ Φ_n ≤ 2π. A value of κ_n = 0 represents maximum blockage (or complete failure), and Φ_n captures the phase-shift caused by the fault at the nth antenna element. The diagonal matrix B captures failures that can result from internal circuitry of the antenna element itself, or from external blockages caused by, for example, weather. From equations (3) and (4), we observe that faults modify the antenna array manifold and causes uncertainty the mmWave channel.

To locate the identity of the faulty antenna elements, prior work in the literature proposed several techniques which are based on subtracting M received diagnosis symbols in (4) from M ideal (fault-free) diagnosis symbols in (1). The ideal diagnosis symbols in (1) can be generated offline if the channel h is fully known at the receiver. This subtraction results in the following difference vector y_d ∈ C^{M×1}

y_d = y − ŷ (6) = W^∗h − W^∗ĥ + z (7) = W^∗h_d + z. (8)

In (7) and (8), the matrix W = [w_1, w_2, ...., w_M ], z is the additive noise vector, and the vector h_d is sparse with the nonzero entries corresponding to the identity of the faulty antenna elements. Applying any sparse recovery techniques, see e.g. [17]-[20], h_d can be recovered with overwhelming probability from y_d and W provided that the number of diagnosis symbols M > 2S log N.

While excellent, the requirement of perfect channel knowledge is not practical and poses a greater challenge for difference based techniques. Perfect channel knowledge might not be readily available in practice, and as shown in [13], acquiring perfect channel estimation is not possible with faulty antenna hardware. In the following section, we propose a new approach to identify the faulty antenna elements. The proposed approach relaxes the need for full channel knowledge and only requires a set of all possible angles of arrivals. The receive angles of arrival can be easily obtained by, for example, beam training techniques outlined in [24]-[28] and references therein, or provided by finger-printing techniques outlined in [29]-[31] and references therein.

III. ANTENNA FAULT DETECTION AT THE RECEIVER In this section we mathematically formulate and outline the proposed antenna fault detection technique. For this technique, we assume that the receiver is only equipped with knowledge of its angles of arrivals θ_ℓ ∈ Θ, where Θ is a set that contains all possible AoAs. The receiver has no knowledge of the complex paths gains nor their corresponding delays (if any). To mathematically formulate the problem solution, we first rewrite (4) as

ŷ_m = w^∗_m(h + h_e) + z_m, (9)

where h_e is the error in the mmWave channel caused by faulty receive antennas. Observe that h_e is sparse with the non-zero elements corresponding to the fault locations. If the AoAs are quantized to N points, the channel in (9) can be expressed in matrix form as

ŷ_m = w^∗_m(A + A_e)x + z_m (10) = w^∗_mAx + w^∗_mA_ex + z_m, (11)

where the matrix A is the DFT matrix with its ith column corresponding to the array response of ith quantized AoA. The L non-zero entries of the sparse vector x correspond to the complex gains of the L paths. The matrix A_e is row sparse with its non-zero row entries corresponding to the error imposed by the faulty antenna elements.

As the objective of this paper is to detect antenna faults (the second term in (11)), it is imperative that the weights w_m are designed to be in the null-space of the column vectors of the DFT matrix A that correspond to the L AoAs. There are two main ways to achieve this. If the AoAs are quantized to N points, then one can exploit the orthogonality property of the DFT matrix A in (10) to select the columns that do not correspond to the L AoAs as the receive beamforming (or measurement) weights, i.e. w_m ∈ [A]_{:,m}, m ≠ l. If the AoAs are not quantized, the vector w_m needs to be orthogonal to all AoAs. Exploiting the large antenna dimensions available in mmWave systems, one can generate M receive antenna weights (or beam vectors) that are orthogonal to the array response corresponding to directions in Θ. To achieve this, let the matrix D = [a(θ_1), a(θ_2), ..., a(θ_L)] contain the array response vectors that correspond to the L AoAs in Θ. Using Householder transformation [32], the orthogonal beam matrix Q ∈ C^{N×N} can be obtained as follows

Q = I − D(D^∗D)^{−1}D^∗. (12)

The combining matrix W is then formed by selecting M columns from the matrix Q.

To this end note that the combining matrix W is used to receive the M diagnosis symbols as follows

ŷ = W^∗Ax + W^∗A_ex + z (13) = W^∗A_ex + z̃ + z (14) = W^∗h_e + z̃ + z. (15)

Note as the columns of W are orthogonal to the columns in A corresponding to the L AoAs, the first term in (13) cancels out. The interference vector z̃ accounts for the interference that arises when W^∗ and Ax are not orthogonal. This situation could arise due to imperfect channel estimates at the receiver. As the error vector h_e is sparse, with non-zero entries corresponding to the faulty antenna elements, compressed sensing techniques outlined in [17]-[20] can be used to recover h_e from ŷ and W as follows:

min ||h̃_e||_1 s.t. ||ŷ − W^∗h̃_e||_2 ≤ ϵ.

For simplicity, we employ the orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) algorithm [20] to solve the above optimization problem. The non-zero entries of the recovered vector h̃_e ∈ C^{N×1} correspond to the identity of the faulty antenna elements.

As outlined, the proposed technique only requires knowledge of incident AoAs, and not the full channel knowledge, to recover the identity of the faulty antenna elements. This partial channel requirement reduces the implementation complexity of remote array diagnostic techniques. This, however, comes at the expense of additional complexity in the design of the receive antenna weights.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS In this section, we conduct numerical simulations to evaluate the efficacy of the proposed technique. We consider a receiver with a uniform linear array with half wavelength separation and S faulty antenna elements. We adopt the blockage and channel model presented in Section II. To generate complete antenna element blockages, randomly selected S diagonal entries in the blockage matrix B in (3) are set to zero. To generate partial blockages, S diagonal entries in the blockage matrix B are set to have a random phase shift and amplitude (see (5)). We adopt the probability of success P_{success}, i.e. the probability that all faulty antennas are detected, as a performance measure to quantify the error in detecting the faulty antenna locations. This probability is defined as

P_{success} = Pr(I_S = Î_S ),

Fig. 1. Probability of successful fault detection versus the number of diagnostic measurements for different number of faults S and single channel path. Probability of successful detection increases with the number of measurements.

Fig. 2. Probability of successful fault detection versus AoA estimation error Δθ for S = 6 random faults, M = 35 measurements and single channel path. Proposed technique is less sensitive to estimation errors when compared to the difference based technique which requires full channel knowledge.

where the entries of the set I_S represent the true identities of the faulty antennas and the entries of the set Î_S represent the identities of the detected faulty antennas. For benchmarking purposes, we compare the probability of success achieved by the proposed technique with the probability of success achieved by the difference based technique proposed in [8]. In all simulations, we set N = 128 antennas and consider both single and multi-path channel cases.

For the single path case, the transmitting probe is situated so as to correspond to one of the N = 128 quantized AoAs in the DFT matrix A (see (10)). The receive antenna weights are selected from the columns of A that do not correspond to the receiver’s quantized AoA. The performance of the proposed

Fig. 3. Probability of successful fault detection versus the receive SNR for S = 6 faults, L = 3 channel paths and M = 35 diagnostic measurements. The proposed technique is robust against system noise compared to the difference based technique.

technique for this scenario is illustrated in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2.

In Fig. 1, we plot the probability of success versus the number of measurements (or diagnosis time) for different number of antenna faults. Fig. 1 shows that the proposed technique is able to successfully detect antenna faults without additional diagnostic measurements when compared to difference based techniques. This is achieved without the need for prior knowledge of the receiver’s channel gain (or path-loss).

In Fig. 2, we study the effect of AoA estimation errors on the performance of the proposed technique. Specifically, we plot the probability of success versus the AoA estimation error when the array is subjected to both complete and partial blockages. In the presence of partial blockages, Fig. 2 shows that both the proposed and difference based techniques experience a slight loss in the detection performance when compared to complete blockages. This is mainly due to the fact that the magnitude of the errors in the error vector h_e in (15) are smaller when compared to complete blockages. This effectively reduces the detection capability in the presence of noise when compared to the case of full blockages, which results in higher error magnitudes. Fig. 2 also shows that both the proposed and difference based technique are sensitive to AoA estimations errors. Nonetheless, the proposed technique is superior in the sense it can tolerate significantly higher AoA errors.

In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 we study the performance of the proposed technique in the presence of multi-path, complete and partial blockages, and non-quantized AoAs. Specifically, each random path corresponds to a random AoA and complex gain. Based on knowledge of all AoAs, and using Householder transformation, the measurement matrix W is designed to result in a beam pattern that is orthogonal to the receiver’s AoAs (see (12)-(15)). In Fig. 3 we plot the success probability versus the receive signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in the presence of complete and partial blockages. Fig. 3 shows that both the proposed and the difference technique require high SNR to successfully detect antenna faults, and the proposed technique

Fig. 4. Probability of successful fault detection versus the variance of the channel estimation error for S = 6 faults, L = 3 channel paths, SNR = 30dB and M = 45 diagnostic measurements. The proposed technique is agnostic to path gain errors.

is superior in the sense that it is less sensitive to the system noise. Note that noise affects both the path gains and the AoAs. As the proposed technique is mainly sensitive to AoAs errors, and not path gain errors, it experiences less performance degradtaion when compared to the difference technique.

To draw some insights into the effect of channel estimation errors on the performance of the proposed technique, we plot the probability of success versus the variance of the path gain and AoA estimation errors at the receiver in Fig. 4. The estimation errors are assumed to be Gaussian distributed with zero mean and variance as indicated in Fig. 4. Interestingly, and as evident from Fig. 4, the proposed technique permits successful antenna fault detection irrespective of the path gain noise error magnitude. This performance gain is attributed to the fact that the proposed technique does not require knowledge of channel gain for fault detection. Hence channel gain estimation errors do not affect the performance of the proposed technique. Nonetheless, the proposed technique is shown in Fig. 4 to be sensitive to AoA mismatch. As the mismatch increases, the orthogonality between the designed beamforming weights and the true channel response diminishes. This increases the noise at the receiver. Fig. 4 shows that the probability of success for the difference based technique deteriorates drsticlly with slight path gain or AoA mismatch. The reason for this is that any mismatch between the generated channel and the true channel would destroy the sparsity property of the difference channel response h_d, and hence sparse recovery would not be possible in this case.

V. CONCLUSION In this paper, we proposed a novel array diagnosis technique for mmWave systems with large antenna arrays. The proposed technique is able to identify the locations of antenna faults with only partial channel knowledge. For both single path and multipath cases, the proposed technique is shown to be less sensitive to channel estimation errors when compared to the widely adopted difference based technique. This improvement comes at the expense of additional complexity in the design of the receive beamforming weights. Due to its robustness against channel estimation errors, the proposed technique can be deployed to perform real-time array diagnosis. Future work will focus on array diagnosis in the absence of any channel knowledge and on applying this technique on a practical set- up. ACKNOWLEDGMENT This material is based upon work supported in part by the Sacramento State Research and Creative Activity Faculty Awards Program.

REFERENCES

[1] F. Boccardi, R. Heath, A. Lozano, T. Marzetta, and P. Popovski, “Five disruptive technology directions for 5G,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 74-80, Feb. 2014.

[2] L. U. Khan, I. Yaqoob, M. Imran, Z. Han and C. S. Hong, “6G Wireless Systems: A Vision, Architectural Elements, and Future Directions,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 147029-147044, 2020.

[3] Z. Pi and F. Khan, “An introduction to millimeter-wave mobile broadband systems”, IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 49, no. 6, pp. 101-107, 2011.

[4] R. W. Heath, N. Gonzalez-Prelcic, S. Rangan, W. Roh and A. M. Sayeed, “An Overview of Signal Processing Techniques for Millimeter Wave MIMO Systems,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 436-453, April 2016.

[5] A. Alkhateeb, O. Ayach, and R. W. Heath Jr., “Channel estimation and hybrid precoding for millimeter wave cellular systems,” IEEE J. on Select. Areas in Commun., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 831-846, Oct. 2014.

[6] H. Sarieddeen, M. Alouini and T. Y. Al-Naffouri, “Terahertz-Band Ultra- Massive Spatial Modulation MIMO,” in IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 37, no. 9, pp. 2040-2052, Sept. 2019.

[7] T. S. Rappaport, J. N. Murdock and F. Gutierrez, “State of the Art in 60-GHz Integrated Circuits and Systems for Wireless Communications,” in Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 99, no. 8, pp. 1390-1436, Aug. 2011, [8] M. E. Eltayeb, T. Y. Al-Naffouri and R. W. Heath, “Compressive Sensing for Millimeter Wave Antenna Array Diagnosis,” in IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 66, no. 6, pp. 2708-2721, June 2018.

[9] M. E. Eltayeb, T. Y. Al-Naffouri and R. W. Heath, “Compressive Sensing for Blockage Detection in Vehicular Millimeter Wave Antenna Arrays,” in IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM), Washington, DC, 2016, pp. 1-6.

[10] W. Li, W. Deng and M. D. Migliore, “A Deterministic Far-Field Sampling Strategy for Array Diagnosis Using Sparse Recovery,” IEEE Antennas and Wireless Propagation Letters, vol. 17, no. 7, pp. 1261- 1265, July 2018.

[11] B. Fuchs, L. L. Coq and M. D. Migliore, “Fast Antenna Array Diagnosis from a Small Number of Far-Field Measurements,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 64, no. 6, pp. 2227-2235, June 2016, [12] M. Salucci, A. Gelmini, G. Oliveri and A. Massa, “Planar Array Diagnosis by Means of an Advanced Bayesian Compressive Processing,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 66, no. 11, pp. 5892-5906, Nov. 2018, [13] M. E. Eltayeb, “Relay-Aided Channel Estimation for mmWave Systems with Imperfect Antenna Arrays,” 2019 IEEE International Conference on Communications (ICC), Shanghai, China, 2019, pp. 1-5.

[14] O. J. Famoriji, Z. Zhang, A. Fadamiro, R. Zakariyya, and F. Lin, “Planar Array Diagnostic Tool for Millimeter-Wave Wireless Communication Systems”, Electronics 2018, 7, 383.

[15] S. Ma, W. Shen, J. An and L. Hanzo, “Antenna Array Diagnosis for Millimeter-Wave MIMO Systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 4, pp. 4585-4589, April 2020.

[16] M. D. Migliore, “A compressed sensing approach for array diagnosis from a small set of near-field measurements,” IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 59, no. 6, pp. 2127-2133, 2011.

[17] E. Candes and Y. Plan, “Near-ideal model selection by l1 minimization,” Ann. Statist., vol. 37, pp. 2145-2177, 2009.

[18] A. Fletcher, S. Rangan, and V. Goyal, “Necessary and sufficient conditions for sparsity pattern recovery,” IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 5758-5772, Dec. 2009.

[19] M. E. Eltayeb, T. Y. Al-Naffouri and H. R. Bahrami, “Compressive Sensing for Feedback Reduction in MIMO Broadcast Channels,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 9, pp. 3209-3222, Sept. 2014.

[20] J. A. Tropp and A. C. Gilbert, “Signal recovery from random measurements via orthogonal matching pursuit,” IEEE Transactions on information theory, vol. 53, no. 12, pp. 4655-4666, 2007.

[21] K. Chen, W. Wang, X. Chen and H. Yin, “Deep Learning Based Antenna Array Fault Detection,” 2019 IEEE 89th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC2019-Spring), Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, 2019, pp. 1-5.

[22] M. H. Nielsen, M. H. Jespersen and M. Shen, “Remote Diagnosis of Fault Element in Active Phased Arrays using Deep Neural Network,” 2019 27th Telecommunications Forum (TELFOR), Belgrade, Serbia, 2019, pp. 1-4.

[23] M. Akdeniz, Y. Liu, M. Samimi, S. Sun, S. Rangan, T. Rappaport, and E. Erkip, “Millimeter wave channel modeling and cellular capacity evaluation,” IEEE J. on Selected Areas in Commun., vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1164-1179, June 2014.

[24] J. Wang, Z. Lan, C. Pyo, T. Baykas, C. Sum, M. Rahman, J. Gao, R. Funada, F. Kojima, H. Harada et aI., “Beam codebook based beam forming protocol for multi-Gbps millimeter-wave WPAN systems,” IEEE J. on Selet. Areas in Commun., vol. 27, no. 8, pp. 1390-1399, 2009.

[25] M. E. Eltayeb, A. Alkhateeb, R. W. Heath Jr., and T. Y. Al-Naffouri, “Opportunistic Beam Training with Hybrid Analog/Digital Codebooks for mmWave Systems,” in IEEE Global Conf. on Signal and Information Processing, Dec. 2015, Orlando, Florida, USA.

[26] IEEE, “IEEE802.11-10/0433r2, PHY/MAC Complete Proposal Specification (TGad D0.1),” 2010.

[27] S. Hur, T. Kim, D. Love, J. Krogmeier, T. Thomas, A. Ghosh, “Millimeter wave beamforming for wireless backhaul and access in small cell networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 4391-4403, Oct. 2013.

[28] A. Alkhateeb, O. Ayach, G. Leus and R. W. Heath Jr, “Single-sided adaptive estimation of multi-path millimeter wave channels,” in the 15th int. Workshop on Sig. Proc. Adv. in Wireless Commun., June 2014, pp. 125-129.

[29] P. Bahl and V. N. Padmanabhan, “RADAR: an in-building RF-based user location and tracking system,” in Proc. of the IEEE INFOCOM, Mar. 2000, pp. 775-784.

[30] A. Alkhateeb, “DeepMIMO: A Generic Deep Learning Dataset for Millimeter Wave and Massive MIMO Applications”, arXiv:1902.06435, Feb. 2019.

[31] V. Va, J. Choi, T. Shimizu, G. Bansal, and R. W. Heath, “Inverse Multipath Fingerprinting for Millimeter Wave V2I Beam Alignment,” in IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 67, no. 5, pp. 4042- 4058, May 2018.

[32] F. Rotella and I. Zambettakis, “Block householder transformation for parallel qr factorization,” Applied mathematics letters, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 29-34, 1999.