arXiv:2201.07875v1 [eess.SP] 19 Jan 2022

Network-ELAA Beamforming and Coverage Analysis for eMBB/URLLC in Spatially Non-Stationary Rician Channels

Jinfei Wang^1, Yi Ma^{1†}, Na Yi^1, Rahim Tafazolli^1, and Fan Wang^2

15GIC and 6GIC, Institute for Communication Systems, University of Surrey, Guildford, UK, GU2 7XH 1Emails: (jinfei.wang, y.ma, n.yi, r.tafazolli)@surrey.ac.uk 2Huawei UK, Email: (fan.wang)@huawei.com

Abstract—In vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) networks, a cluster of multi-antenna access points (APs) can collaboratively conduct transmitter beamforming to provide data services (e.g., eMBB or URLLC). The collaboration between APs effectively forms a networked linear antenna-array with extra-large aperture (i.e., network-ELAA), where the wireless channel exhibits spatial nonstationarity. Major contribution of this work lies in the analysis of beamforming gain and radio coverage for network-ELAA non-stationary Rician channels considering the AP clustering. Assuming that: 1) the total transmit-power is fixed and evenly distributed over APs, 2) the beam is formed only based on the line-of-sight (LoS) path, it is found that the beamforming gain is concave to the cluster size. The optimum size of the AP cluster varies with respect to the user’s location, channel uncertainty as well as data services. A user located farther from the ELAA requires a larger cluster size. URLLC is more sensitive to the channel uncertainty when comparing to eMBB, thus requiring a larger cluster size to mitigate the channel fading effect and extend the coverage. Finally, it is shown that the network-ELAA can offer significant coverage extension (50% or more in most of cases) when comparing with the single-AP scenario.

I. INTRODUCTION

Network-ELAA is a special paradigm of extra-large aperture array (ELAA), where a set of multi-antenna access points (APs) are networked either through cable or wireless links and collaboratively provide data services to their mobile users [1]. Different from networked multi-antenna systems (i.e., network-MIMO) in the conventional sense [2], network-ELAA users are located in the near field, and thus their wireless channels are spatially non-stationary. With the evolution of 5G or beyond 5G framework, network-ELAA has recently gained increasing interests and applications. One of important use-cases is in the vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) scenario, where a cluster of roadside units (RSUs) can collaboratively serve their users on the road. When the cluster size is not too large, the RSU cluster can be viewed as a networked non-uniform linear array (non-ULA). Channel measurement campaign results have shown that the V2I wireless channel is Rician distributed, and the Rician K-factor is dependent on the specific wireless environment [3]. Due to the channel spatial non-stationarity, RSUs at different physical locations can contribute very differently to the wireless signal transmission. For instance when a RSU cluster is forming a beam

Fig. 1. Illustration of the network-ELAA system and collaborative beamforming.

onto a downlink user, the beamforming gain might be more sensitive to RSUs located closer to the normal between the user and the cluster and less sensitive to those RSUs at the far end. Certainly, this is for now just a hypothesis, which is yet to be rigorously studied. Besides, RSUs are networked mainly through wireless links, and for this reason the exchange of local transmitter-side channel state information (T-CSI) amongst all involved RSUs is not a favorable solution in practice. Then, it would be interesting to investigate a network- ELAA beamforming approach with minimum requirement to the wireless backhaul, and how the beamforming gain varies with respect to the user’s location (the coverage problem). All of these problems motivated this work.

Our investigation is focused on the theoretical model of the network-ELAA depicted in Fig. 1. Basically, the network- ELAA consists of a set of APs, which are placed on a line with equal spacing. Each AP has a number of transmit-antennas forming a small ULA. The network-ELAA wireless channel is spatially non-stationary Rician fading, which is a special case of the statistical non-stationary channel model presented in [4]. Provided that APs are connected through capacityconstrained wireless backhaul, this work is interested in the geo-location aware analog beamforming technique, where the beam is formed mainly based on line-of-sight (LoS) paths (e.g., [5], [6]), as such avoids the exchange of T-CSI between APs and minimizes the load of wireless backhaul. In order to demonstrate the beamforming gain with respect to the cluster size, it is assumed that the total transmit-power is fixed and evenly distributed over APs. In summary, our work results in a couple of interesting findings:

1) In the network-ELAA system, the beamforming gain is concave to the size of AP cluster (i.e., the number of APs). In other words, the beamforming gain does not grow monotonically with the number of APs, and there exists an optimum size of the cluster. This observation is very different from that in conventional MIMO/network-MIMO systems where wireless channels are often assumed to be stationary.

2) The optimum size of AP cluster is dependent on the user’s location, channel uncertainty and data services. A user located farther from the ELAA requires a larger cluster size to achieve a satisfied beamforming gain. In terms of data services, ultra-reliable low-latency communication (URLLC) requires a larger cluster size than enhanced mobile broadband (eMBB). This is because URLLC is more sensitive to the channel uncertainty and requires more antennas to mitigate the channel fading effect and extend the coverage.

The above findings have been carefully verified through both mathematical analysis and computer simulations. In addition, the two-dimensional (2D) coverage probability is also evaluated for both eMBB and URLLC services using the optimized beamforming gain.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT A. Signal Transmission Model

Consider a network-ELAA system depicted in Fig. 1, where a set of APs (L) are placed on a line with the equal spacing (d_{AP} ). Each AP has a set of transmit antennas (M_{AP}) forming a ULA with the antenna spacing of (λ)/(2), where λ is the wavelength of the carrier (λ ≪ d_{AP} ). APs are networked in the sense that they can collaboratively form a beam for a narrowband user located on the 2D plane. Throughout this paper, it is assumed that users share the wireless medium orthogonally either in the time or frequency, thus forming a noise-limited communication model.

Denote s to be the information-bearing symbol sent by the ELAA with E(s) = 0, E(ss^∗ ) = 1, where [·]^∗ stands for the conjugate and E(·) for the expectation. The transmitted signal is an (M) × (1) vector, x, specified by (M ≜ LM_{AP}) x ≜ √ P_ows, (1)

where w is an (M) × (1) beamforming vector with the element-wise normalization, and P_o is the transmit power. Assuming that the receiver has a single receive-antenna, the received signal at the baseband in its discrete-time equivalent form reads as y = √ P_oh^T ws + v, (2)

where h stands for the (M) × (1) channel vector, v ∼ CN (0, σ^2) for the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN), and [·]^T for the transpose. The instantaneous signal-to-noise ratio (iSNR) is computed by

isnr = βP_o σ^2

, β = |h^T w|^2, (3)

where | · | stands for the absolute value.

B. ELAA Channel Model and Location-Aware Beamforming The network-ELAA channel is spatially non-stationary and Rician distributed. It is a special case of the LoS and non- LoS mixed non-stationary channel model in [4], which has the following mathematical form

h_m = α_m (√ κ 1 + κ ϕ_m + √ 1 1 + κ ν_m ) ,_{m=0,...,M−1}, (4) where h_m is the m-th element of h, κ the Rician K-factor, ν_m the complex Gaussian noise due to non-LoS paths (ν_m ∼ CN (0, 1)), α_m the path-loss attenuation (α_m > 0), and ϕ_m = exp ( −j^{2πdm}_λ ) (d_m is the distance between the m-th antenna and the user).

The geo-location aware beamforming requires the knowledge of ϕ_m at the network-ELAA, which is only related to the distance d_m. Once the user’s location is known, every AP can individually compute the parameter ϕ_m, and thus there is no need of exchanging their local T-CSI. Defining a row vector ϕ^T ≜ [ϕ_0, ..., ϕ_{M−1}]^T , the beamforming vector is formed by

w = ϕ^H , (5)

where [·]^H stands for the Hermitian transpose. Applying (4) and (5) into (3) yields

β = |a + b|^2, (6)

where a = √ κ 1 + κ (_{M−1} ∑ m=0 α_m ) , (7)

b = √ 1 1 + κ (_{M−1} ∑ m=0 α_mν_mϕ^∗_m ) . (8)

Theorem 1: Suppose: c1) E(x^H x) = P ; c2) α_m = α_0 (constant). For M → ∞, the iSNR term in (3) increases asymptotically to lim M→∞ isnr = ( κ 1 + κ ) ( P σ^2 ) . (9)

Proof: See Appendix A.

With the condition c2), the iSNR increases with M (or equivalently with the cluster size L). However, the condition c2) does not hold in the non-stationary Rician channel. Therefore, it would be interesting to develop in-depth understanding about the relationship between the iSNR and the cluster size in the non-stationary Rician channel, and if possible determine the optimum cluster size that maximizes the iSNR. Moreover, it would be very useful to understand the coverage of eMBB and URLLC with the optimized cluster size.

III. OPTIMIZATION OF THE CLUSTER SIZE A. The Beamforming Gain and Properties

(26) shows that the iSNR is a linear function of the beamforming gain defined by: β̄ ≜ (β)/(M). Denote α_⊥ to be the path-loss attenuation corresponding to the shortest distance between the ELAA and the user (d_⊥). For the non-stationary

Rician channel, the beamforming gain can be written into the following form

β̄ = α^{2⊥}

(1 + κ) | | | √ κ M M−1∑ m=0 ( α_m α_⊥ ) + √ 1 M M−1∑ m=0 (α_m α_⊥ ) ν_mϕ^∗_m | | |^2.

(10) Given the condition d_{AP} ≫ λ, we can assume α_m to be identical for co-located transmit-antennas. Then, we have 1 √ M M−1∑ m=0 ( α_m α_⊥ ) = √ M_{AP} L L−1∑ l=0 ( α_l α_⊥ ) . (11)

Denoting (2q) to be the path-loss exponent, we can further have ( α_l α_⊥ ) = ( d_⊥ d_l )_q = ( d_⊥ √ d^2_⊥ + l^2d^2_{AP} )_q . (12)

Applying (12) into (11), we are interested in the following function G(L) ≜ ∑_{L−1} l=0 (1 + l^2η)^{− q2} √ L , η ≜ (d_{AP} d_⊥ )_2

. (13)

Generally, we cannot easily claim the convexity or monotonicity of G(L) as it depends on the parameters η and q. Nevertheless, we find the following result useful to understand the convexity or monotonicity of G(L).

Theorem 2: For the discrete-time function G(L), it is concave to L when η < ( √ 2 + 1)^{2q} − 1; (14)

or otherwise, G(L) is a monotonically decreasing function.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Theorem 2, as well as its proof, implies that the convexity of G(L) depends on the relationship between d_{AP} and d_⊥. When d_{AP} is fixed, users located closer to the ELAA have a larger η. Then, G(L) becomes (or is closer to) a monotonically decreasing function, where G(L) reaches its maximum at a smaller L or even at L = 1. When users move away from the ELAA, η will quickly decrease. This renders G(L) a concave function. In this case, G(L) is approximately an inverse Gaussian distribution function [7], with its maximum appearing at a larger L. This phenomenon is also confirmed by our simulation results.

Corollary 2.1: For a sufficiently large M, the beamforming gain β̄ has the following approximate form, which shows the same convexity or monotonicity as G(L) β̄ ≈ κα^{2⊥} (1 + κ)M_{AP}

G^2(L). (15)

Proof: The proof of Corollary 2.1 is rather straightforward, as for a sufficiently large M, the random term in (10) is averaged out. Then, (15) can be obtained by applying (13) into the approximated version of (10). Since G(L) > 0, ∀L, G^2(L) shares the same convexity or monotonicity as G(L).

With Corollary 2.1, the aim of finding the optimum cluster size for the maximized beamforming gain is equivalent to the aim of finding the maximum of G(L). However, the assumption of having a large M is sometimes not practical. This is because the optimum cluster size might be L^⋆ = 1 for users located closer to the ELAA, where a practical AP might not have a sufficiently large number of transmit antennas to average out the random term in (10). Therefore, a more extensive study of the cluster size or coverage optimization is required.

B. Optimization for eMBB

The quality of eMBB service is often related to the average SNR (aSNR) instead of the iSNR. Hence, for the eMBB, we are more interested in the average beamforming gain, which can be computed by

E(β̄ ) = α^2_⊥ (1 + κ) ( κG2(L) M_{AP}

+ Γ(L) ) , (16)

where

Γ(L) = 1 L L−1∑ l=0 (1 + l^2η)^{−q} . (17)

Following the proof in (31), it can be easily observed that Γ(L) is a monotonically decreasing function. Hence, E(β̄ ) can be either a concave function or a monotonically decreasing function, depending on the convexity of G(L).

Based on the function E(β̄ ), it is very difficult to find the optimum result (L^⋆) in a closed form. Nevertheless, we can easily find the optimum cluster size through line search (starting from L = 1).

C. Optimization for URLLC

URLLC is fundamentally different from eMBB in the sense that its performance is dependent on the iSNR or equivalently the instantaneous beamforming gain β̄ in this study [8]. It is shown in (10) that β̄ is a random variable, and its variation will result in the outage probability formulated below

P_{out} = ∫¯_{β⊤} 0 p¯_β(x)dx, (18) where β̄_⊤ is the threshold of the instantaneous beamforming gain, and p¯_β(x) is the probability density function of β̄. URLLC has a stringent requirement for the outage probability (e.g., 10^{−5} or even lower), and such imposes an upper bound on β̄_⊤. For the notation simplicity, β̄_⊤ is reused for this upper bound. Then, for the URLLC, the aim of cluster size optimization is no longer to maximize β̄ or E(β̄ ). Instead, it is much more important to maximize the upper bound β̄_⊤ for the sake of guaranteed reliability and transmit energy efficiency.

Our analysis starts from a compact form of (10) β̄ = κα^{2⊥} (1 + κ)M_{AP}

G^2(L) + ω, (19)

where ω introduces the randomness of β̄. Recall the expression (6), ω can be expressed by

ω= (ab^∗ + a^∗b + bb^∗)/M, (20) ≈ (ab^∗ + a^∗b)/M, (21)

Fig. 2. Beamforming gain and optimized cluster size of eMBB and URLLC for the Rician K-factor: κ = 5.

where the randomness comes from b, and the approximation in (20) is due to the drop of higher-order component of the randomness as it does not dominate the performance. Then, ω is approximately a white Gaussian process with zero mean and the variance

σ^2_ω =

4a^2E(ℜ^2 (b)) L^2M^2_{AP}

. (22)

Applying the above conclusion into (18), we can obtain the following approximation [9]

P_{out}≈ β̄_⊤p_{β̄} (x = β̄_⊤) 2 , (23) ≈ β̄_⊤ 2 √ 2πσ_ω exp ( − (β̄_⊤ − E(β̄ ))^2 2σ^2_ω ) , (24)

where the approximation is sufficiently accurate for a very small P_{out} such as the one specified for the URLLC. Given a P_{out}, β̄_⊤ is a function of E(β̄ ) and σ^2_ω .

Mathematically, we cannot have a closed-form solution to (24). Nevertheless, β̄_⊤ can be computed through the brute force algorithm. Moreover, it is worth noting that, for users located far from the ELAA, a larger L will be required to maximize E(β̄ ). At the meantime, (22) implies that the variance σ^2_ω also decreases. It implies that URLLC should have a similar behavior with the eMBB in terms of the cluster size optimization. Therefore, line search can also be employed to find L^⋆ which maximizes β̄_⊤.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND COVERAGE ANALYSIS Computer simulations have been carried out to elaborate our theoretical work presented in Section III. The system model for computer simulations is the one illustrated in Fig. 1. Basically, there are a set of APs (L) with each having a ULA with the size: M_{AP} = 8 or 16. The distance between any two neighboring APs is: d_{AP} = 10 m. APs operate at the carrier frequency of 3.5 GHz as specified in the European standards for eMBB and URLLC [10], and they collaboratively provide data services to a user located at the 2D location with the coordinate (x_r, y_r). The Rician K-factor of the ELAA channel is set to: κ = 1, 5, or ∞ (AWGN), respectively. The pathloss exponent is set to: q = 1 (free-space). For the URLLC,

Fig. 3. Beamforming gain and optimized cluster size of eMBB and URLLC for the Rician K-factor: κ = 1.

the outage probability is specified by: P_{out} = 0.5 × 10^{−6}. For the purpose of numerical evaluation, we illustrate the optimum cluster size (i.e., L^⋆) on the 2D map. Moreover, the service coverage is evaluated using the coverage probability, which is defined as the probability to achieve the required beamforming gain when a user moves along the direction in parallel to the network-ELAA [11]. Thanks to the periodic property of the network-ELAA, the coverage probability P_{cov} can be mathematically described by

P_{cov} ≜ ∫_{Xo+dAP} X_o P (¯ β > β̄_{req}|x_r, y_r ) dx_r, (25)

where X_o stands for an arbitrary starting point, and β̄_{req} for the required beamforming gain.

A. Optimized Cluster Size

Fig. 2 demonstrates the optimum cluster size as well as the corresponding beamforming gain for the Rician K-factor κ = 5 or ∞ (AWGN), respectively. The beamforming gain shows periodic behavior along the x-axis, and thus we only plot 2 periods for each case of demonstration, i.e., eMBB, URLLC and AWGN^1. Overall speaking, the optimum cluster size (L^⋆) increases when the user’s location moves away from the ELAA. This phenomenon confirms our theoretical prediction presented in Section III, i.e., L^⋆ would grow with the decrease of η = (d_{AP} /d_⊥)^2. When the distance between the user and the ELAA becomes sufficiently small (y_r < 4 m), the optimum cluster size reduces to L^⋆ = 1 (or L^⋆ = 2 for places closer to the middle of two neighboring APs). This result is also well in line with our theoretical prediction in Theorem 2. To be more specific, we let d_⊥ = y_r < 4 m and obtain η > 6.25. This result does not satisfy the inequality (14), and in this case the beamforming gain β̄ becomes a monotonically decreasing function of L. Hence, the maximum beamforming gain is achieved at L^⋆ = 1. It is not surprising to see L^⋆ = 2 or more generally an even number for places closer to the middle of two neighboring APs. This is mainly because APs should provide symmetric contribution to the beamforming gain (rigorous proof omitted for the sake of spacing).

1eMBB and URLLC share the same result for the AWGN case.

Fig. 4. The optimized beamforming gain in a contour form for κ = 5 and M_{AP} = 16.

Fig. 5. The optimized beamforming gain in a contour form for κ = 5 and M_{AP} = 8.

Fig. 2 also shows that, for the case of κ = 5, URLLC generally requires a larger cluster size than eMBB in order to achieve the required beamforming gain. This observation is fully in line with the theoretical analysis in Section III-C, i.e., more APs are needed in URLLC to reduce the variance σ^2_ω. For the case of κ → ∞, we naturally have σ^2_ω = 0, for which URLLC and eMBB share the same result.

When the Rician K-factor becomes smaller (κ = 1), Fig. 3 shows that it does not bring considerable impact to the eMBB. This is because the optimization for eMBB is based on the average beamforming gain (i.e., (16)), which does not change considerably with the Rician K-factor. However, this is not the case for URLLC. As shown in (8) and (22), the decrease of Rician K-factor results in the increase of the T-CSI uncertainty (measured by the variance σ^2_ω ), which becomes the dominating factor of the beamforming gain. Then, URLLC will need more APs (effectively more transmit antennas) to reduce the variance σ^2_ω. This conclusion is well reflected from Fig. 3.

B. Coverage Analysis for eMBB and URLLC

To facilitate the analysis of radio coverage, we plot in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 the optimized beamforming gain in a contour form. For the sake of spacing, we only show the result for κ = 5, ∞.

Fig. 6. Coverage probability in the case of optimized cluster size when κ = 5, M_{AP} is 16 or 8.

Fig. 7. Coverage probability in the case of single-AP when κ = 5, M_{AP} is 16 or 8.

First of all, both eMBB and URLLC show their maximum coverage in AWGN (κ → ∞), as this is the case when the network-ELAA has the ideal T-CSI. When the Rician K-factor reduces to κ = 5, eMBB shows some coverage degradation (around 20%) due to the presence of T-CSI uncertainty. Nevertheless, the ELAA can provide almost seamless eMBB coverage along the direction of x-axis. It can also be observed that the URLLC coverage gets significantly degraded due to the presence of T-CSI uncertainty. More severely, the ELAA can no longer offer seamless coverage if solely from the beamforming gain point of view. Certainly, we can improve the coverage by means of power boosting. However, we argue that this is an energy unfriendly approach and could potentially bring more power amplifier nonlinearities into the ELAA system. When comparing the results between Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, it is perhaps better to increase the number of transmit antennas per AP for the coverage extension (around 3 dB).

In Fig. 6 (optimized cluster size) and Fig. 7 (single AP), we plot the coverage probability for URLLC and eMBB using the formula (25). Generally, for the case of optimized cluster size, the eMBB coverage is less sensitive to the distance between the user and the ELAA (i.e., y_r), while the URLLC coverage does. When comparing the ELAA coverage with the single- AP coverage in Fig. 7, we can observe a significant gain of coverage extension (50% or more) for most of URLLC and eMBB cases. This conveys a rather encouraging message to both the academic and industrial communities in this domain.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, an intensive study on the network-ELAA (or network non-ULA) beamforming and radio coverage for eMBB and URLLC services have been presented. It has been shown that, due to the wireless channel spatial nonstationarity, network-ELAA behaves very differently from the conventional network-MIMO systems in terms of the AP cluster optimization. There exists an optimum cluster size which maximizes the beamforming gain. Moreover, URLLC also behaves differently from eMBB in the sense that it requires more APs to reduce the impact of T-CSI uncertainty inherent in the location-aware ELAA beamforming. Finally, it has been shown that the network-ELAA can offer significant coverage extension (50% or more in most of cases) when comparing to the single-AP scenario. This is a rather appealing result which encourages further research towards this direction by considering more complicated scenarios involving multiuser, mobility, and radio resource allocation problems.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Given the condition c1), we can have P_o = (P )/(M) and rewrite (3) into

isnr = ( β M ) ( P σ^2 ) . (26)

Given the condition c2), (6) becomes β = M^2α^2_0 1 + κ | | | √ κ + 1 M M−1∑ m=0 ν_mϕ^∗_m | | |^2. (27)

Plugging (27) into (26) yields

isnr =

Mα^2_0 1 + κ | | √ κ + 1 M M−1∑ m=0 ν_mϕ^∗_m | |^2 ( P σ^2 ) . (28)

For M → ∞, we have lim M→∞ 1 M M−1∑ m=0 ν_mϕ^∗_m = E(νϕ^∗ ) = E(ν)E (ϕ^∗ ) = 0, (29) lim M→∞ Mα^2_0 = 1 (free space; see [12]). (30)

Applying (29)-(30) into (28) results in (9).

APPENDIX B PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We start from the function f(l) ≜ (1+l^2η)^{− q2} , whose partial derivative with respect to l is given by ∂f(l) ∂l = − ql (1 + l^2η)^{(1+ q}2^)

< 0. (31)

Hence, f(l) is a monotonically decreasing function of l. It means that the following average is a monotonically decreasing function of L

f̄(L) = 1 L L−1∑ l=0 f(l). (32)

Moreover, it is easy to justify f̄(L) < (1)/(L), ∀L > 1. This means that f̄(L) decreases more than linearly with L. Then, the function G(L) = √ Lf̄(L) would be a decreasing function for a sufficiently large L. The only possibility to have G(L) increasing with L is at the beginning stage of L. Indeed, it can be found that G(L) is approximately an inverse Gaussian distribution function (rigorous proof omitted), which is either a concave function or monotonically decreasing function. For this reason, when the condition G(2) < G(1) is satisfied, G(L) will be a monotonically decreasing function. For the case of G(2) > G(1), G(L) grows at the beginning and then decreases, forming a concave function. Solving the inequality G(2) > G(1) leads to (14).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT This work is partially funded by the 5G Innovation Centre and the 6G Innovation Centre.

REFERENCES

[1] E. Björnson, L. Sanguinetti, H. Wymeersch, J. Hoydis, and T. L.

Marzetta, “Massive MIMO is a reality–What is next? Five promising research directions for antenna arrays,” Digit. Signal Process., vol. 94, pp. 3–20, Nov. 2019.

[2] S. Venkatesan, A. Lozano, and R. Valenzuela, “Network MIMO: Overcoming intercell interference in indoor wireless systems,” in Proc. Asilomar Conf. Sig., Systems and Compu., Apr. 2008, pp. 83–87.

[3] L. Bernadó, T. Zemen, F. Tufvesson, A. F. Molisch, and C. F. Mecklenbräuker, “Time- and frequency-varying K-factor of non-stationary vehicular channels for safety-relevant scenarios,” IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 1007–1017, Spet. 2015.

[4] J. Liu, Y. Ma, J. Wang, N. Yi, S. Xue, R. Tafazolli, and F. Wang, “A non-stationary channel model with correlated NLoS/LoS states for ELAA-mMIMO,” IEEE Global Telecommun. Conf. (GLOBECOM) 2021. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.08357 [5] L. Liu, Y. Ma, N. Yi, and R. Tafazolli, “An analogue-beam splitting approach for mmWave D2D multicast channel,” in Proc. IEEE Annu. Int. Symp. Pers., Indoor Mobile Radio Commun. (PIMRC), Sept. 2018, pp. 1–6.

[6] M. Alrabeiah, J. Booth, A. Hredzak, and A. Alkhateeb, “ViWi Visionaided mmWave beam tracking: Dataset, task, and baseline solutions,” Feb. 2020. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.02445 [7] J. Shuster, “On the inverse Gaussian distribution function,” Journal of the American Stat. Asso., vol. 63, no. 324, pp. 1514–1516, Dec. 1968.

[8] J. Wang, Y. Ma, N. Yi, R. Tafazolli, and Z. Pang, “Massive-MIMO MF beamforming with or without grouped STBC for ultra-reliable single-shot transmission using aged CSIT,” Oct. 2021. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00996 [9] J. G. Proakis, Digital Communications. McGraw-Hill Education, 4th Ed., 2000.

[10] “5G private licences spectrum in Europe,” European 5G Observatory, (accessed Apr. 23, 2020). [Online]. Available: https://5gobservatory.eu/5g-private-licences-spectrum-in-europe/ [11] X. Liu and D. Qiao, “Design and coverage analysis of elliptical cell based beamforming for HSR communication systems,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Commun. (ICC), July 2019, pp. 1–6.

[12] T. Rappaport, Wireless communications: Principles and practice. Prentice Hall, 1996.