arXiv:2401.02035v2 [cs.IT] 4 Jun 2024

Efficient Information Geometry Approach for Massive MIMO-OFDM Channel Estimation

Jiyuan Yang, Member, IEEE, Yan Chen, Mingrui Fan, An-An Lu, Member, IEEE, Wen Zhong, Xiqi Gao, Fellow, IEEE, Xiaohu You, Fellow, IEEE, Xiang-Gen Xia, Fellow, IEEE, and Dirk Slock, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—We investigate the channel estimation for massive multiple-input multiple-output orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (MIMO-OFDM) systems. We revisit the information geometry approach (IGA) for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation. By using the constant magnitude property of the entries of the measurement matrix, we find that the secondorder natural parameters of the distributions on all the auxiliary manifolds are equivalent to each other, and the first-order natural parameters are asymptotically equivalent to each other at the fixed point. Motivated by these results, we simplify the process of IGA and propose an efficient IGA (EIGA) for massive MIMO- OFDM channel estimation, which allows efficient implementation with fast Fourier transformation (FFT). We then establish a sufficient condition of its convergence and accordingly find a range of the damping factor for the convergence. We show that this range of damping factor is sufficiently wide by using the specific properties of the measurement matrices. Further, we prove that at the fixed point, the a posteriori mean obtained by EIGA is asymptotically optimal. Simulations confirm that EIGA can achieve the optimal performance with low complexity in a limited number of iterations.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, channel estimation, Bayesian inference, information geometry, convergence, damping factor.

I. INTRODUCTION Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) combined with orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) can provide tremendous gains in both capacity and energy efficiency for communication systems. As a high-priority option, massive MIMO-OFDM has become a key enabling technique for 5G systems and will play a critical role in future 6G systems with the antenna number scale further increased [2], [3]. To fully reap the various benefits of massive MIMO- OFDM, the accurate acquisition of the channel state information (CSI) is essential. Pilot-aided channel estimation is the common channel estimation approach for practical systems, where the transmitter periodically sends the pilots, and the receiver estimates the CSI with the received pilot signal. Given the received pilot signal, the task of channel estimation is to obtain the a posteriori information of the channel parameters. With the Gaussian prior, the a posteriori distribution of the channel parameters is also Gaussian, of which the a posteriori information is determined by the mean vector and the covariance matrix. Nonetheless, the large dimension of the channel matrix in massive MIMO-OFDM systems poses a

A short version has been accepted in The 2023 IEEE 98th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC2023-Fall) [1]. Compared to the short version, we provide detailed proofs as well as analyses of the main results in this paper.

great challenge in the acquisition of the a posteriori mean and covariance. The calculation of the optimal estimators, e.g., MMSE estimator, is usually unaffordable due to the large dimension matrix inverse operation.

In the past years, many works have been devoted to the channel estimation for massive MIMO-OFDM systems [4]– [8]. Among them, Bayesian inference approaches, e.g., message passing, Bethe free energy minimization and etc, have attracted much attention due to their reliable performance and relatively low computational complexity. One common solution in Bayesian inference is to calculate the marginals (or the approximation of marginals) of the a posteriori distribution, from which the a posteriori mean and variance are obtained. [5] proposes an algorithm for downlink channel estimation in massive MIMO systems via turbo orthogonal approximate message passing. Combining the variational expectation maximization and generalized approximate message passing, [7] proposes a super-resolution channel estimation algorithm for massive MIMO. In [8], a hybrid message passing algorithm is proposed for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation based on Bethe free energy minimization.

Pioneered by Rao [9], and later formally developed by Cencov [10] and Amari [11], information geometry has found a wide range of applications. For Bayesian inference, Amari et al. [12] reveal the intrinsic geometrical structure of the space defined by the parameters of the a posteriori probability density function (PDF) by regarding the parametric space as a differentiable manifold with a Riemannian structure. With the information geometry theory, the geometric insight of some conventional Bayesian inference approaches, e.g., belief propagation (BP) [13], are shown, and some optimization methods, e.g., the concave-convex procedure (CCCP) [14], are also applied to calculate the marginals of the a posteriori distribution. In addition to the distinct intuition provided by the geometric perspective, information geometry also provides a unified framework where different sets of PDFs are considered to be endowed with the structure of differential geometry, which allows to construct a distance between two parametrized distributions. And it is shown that this distance is invariant to non-singular transformation of the parameters [11]. Since the distance is based on the Fisher information matrix, the results derived from information geometry are tightly linked with fundamental results in estimation theory, such as the celebrated Cramér-Rao lower bound. Due to these advantages, information geometry has recently been applied to many other problems such as verification of dynamic models in power systems [15] and direction of arrival estimation [16].

Recently, we have introduced the information geometry approach (IGA) to the massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation [17]. We first provide the space-frequency (SF) beam based channel model for massive MIMO-OFDM system. By allowing the fine factors to be greater that 1, the SF beam based channel model can accurately characterize the channels in massive MIMO-OFDM systems. The channel estimation is then formulated as obtaining the a posteriori information of the beam domain channel. By introducing the information geometry theory, we solve this problem through calculating the approximations for the marginals of the a posteriori distribution. Specifically, we turn the calculation of the approximations of the marginals into an iterative projection process by treating the set of Gaussian distributions with different constraints as different types of manifolds. Through the fixed point analysis, we improve the stability of IGA by introducing the damped updating and show that IGA can obtain accurate a posteriori mean at its fixed point.

In this paper, we first revisit the proposed IGA. Based on the constant magnitude property of the entries of the measurement matrix in the massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation, we reveal that at each iteration of IGA, the second-order natural parameters of the distributions on all the auxiliary manifolds are equivalent to each other, and at the fixed point of IGA, the first-order natural parameters of the distributions on all the auxiliary manifolds are asymptotically equivalent to each other. These two results motivate us to replace the original natural parameters with a common natural parameter. On this basis, we simplify the iteration of IGA and propose an efficient IGA (EIGA) for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation. With the fast Fourier transform (FFT), we provide a low complexity implementation of EIGA. We then analyze the convergence of the proposed EIGA. We show that given a damping factor in a specific range, EIGA is guaranteed to converge. We determine the range of the damping factor that guarantees the convergence of EIGA through the properties of the measurement matrices. At last, we show that at the fixed point, the a posteriori mean obtained by EIGA is asymptotically optimal.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system configuration and channel model are presented in Section II. We revisit IGA and reveal two new results in Section III. EIGA for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation is proposed in Section IV. Convergence and fixed point analysis are given in Section V Simulation results are provided in Section VI. The conclusion is drawn in Section VII.

Notations: We adopt the following notations in this paper. Upper (lower) case boldface letters denote matrices (column vectors). We use ⌈x⌉ to denote the largest integer not larger than x. The superscripts (·)^∗, (·)^T and (·)^H denote the conjugate, transpose and conjugate-transpose operator, respectively. Diag {x} denotes the diagonal matrix with x along its main diagonal and diag {X} denotes a vector consisting of the diagonal components of X. We use [A]_{:,i} to denote the i-th row of the matrix A, where the component indices start with 1. ⊙ and ⊗ denote the Hadamard product and Kronecker product, respectively. Define Z_N ≜ {0, 1, . . . , N} and Z^+_N ≜ {1, 2, . . . , N}. a < b means that each component in vector a is smaller than the scalar b. a < c means that each component in vector a is smaller than the component in the corresponding position in vector c. ‖x‖_0 and ‖x‖ denote the ℓ_0-norm and ℓ_2-norm of x, respectively. p_G (h; μ, Σ) denotes the PDF of a complex Gaussian distribution CN (μ, Σ) for vector h of complex random variables. a < b means that all the components of vector a are smaller than scalar b. a < c means that each component of vector a is smaller than the corresponding component of vector c.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT In this section, we first present the configuration of the massive MIMO-OFDM system and the space-frequency beam based statistical channel model. Then, we formulate the channel estimation as a standard Bayesian inference problem.

A. System Configuration and Channel Model

We consider a typical massive MIMO-OFDM system working in time division duplexing (TDD) mode with one base station (BS) serving K single-antenna users within a cell, where the BS comprises a uniform planar array (UPA) of N_r = N_{r,v} × N_{r,h} antennas, and N_{r,v} and N_{r,h} are the numbers of the antennas at each vertical column and horizontal row, respectively. Due to channel reciprocity, channel state information can be obtained from uplink (UL) training, and then used for UL signal detection and downlink (DL) precoding. Hence, our focus is on UL channel estimation. Standard OFDM modulation with N_c subcarriers is applied, where the cyclic prefix (CP) is N_g. N_p training subcarriers are employed, and the set of them are denoted as N_p = {N_1, N_1 + 1, · · · , N_2}, where N_1 and N_2 are the start and end indices of the training subcarriers, respectively. Assume that the channel is quasi-static, then, during each OFDM symbol, the SF domain received signal Y ∈ C^{Nr ×Np} for training at the BS can be expressed as [8], [17], [18] Y = K∑ k=1 G_kP_k + Z, (1)

where G_k ∈ C^{Nr ×Np} is the SF domain channel of user k, P_k = Diag {p_k} ∈ C^{Np ×Np} is the pilot signal of user k, p_k is the pilot sequence of user k, and Z is the noise matrix whose components are independent and identically distributed complex Gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance σ^2_z .

Suppose that the antenna spacings of each row and each column of the UPA are one-half wavelength, respectively. Define the directional cosines as u ≜ sin θ and v ≜ cos θ sin ϕ, where θ, ϕ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] are the vertical and the horizontal angles of arrival (AoA) at the BS, respectively. Then, the space steering vectors can be expressed as [4], [19]

v (u, v) = v_v (u) ⊗ v_h (v) ∈ C^{Nr ×1},

v_v (u) = [p (1) , p (2) , · · · , p (N_{r,v})]^T ∈ C^{Nr,v ×1},

v_h (v) = [q (1) , q (2) , · · · , q (N_{r,h})]^T ∈ C^{Nr,h ×1}, where p (n) = exp {−j̄π (n − 1) u} and q (n) = exp {−j̄π (n − 1) v}. Denote the delay of the multipaths of the channel as τ [17]–[19]. Then, the frequency steering vector is given by [17],

u (τ) = [r (N_1) , · · · , r (N_2)]^T ∈ C^{Np ×1},

where r (n) = exp {−j̄2πΔ_f nτ} and Δ_f is the subcarrier interval. Define the matrices containing the sampled space steering vectors and the sampled frequency steering vectors as V ≜ V_v ⊗ V_h ∈ C^{Nr ×Nv Nh} , (3)

F ≜ [u (τ_1) , u (τ_2) , · · · , u (τ_{Nτ} )] ∈ C^{Np ×Nτ} , (4)

where

V_v ≜ [v_v (u_1) , v_v (u_2) , · · · , v_v (u_{Nv} )] ∈ C^{Nr,v ×Nv} ,

V_h ≜ [v_h (v_1) , v_h (v_2) , · · · , v_h (v_{Nh} )] ∈ C^{Nr,h ×Nh} .

u_i, v_j and τ_ℓ above are the sampled directional cosines and delays, which are defined as follows: u_i ≜ 2 (i − 1) − N_v N_v , i ∈ Z^+_{Nv} ,

v_j =

2 (j − 1) − N_h N_h , j ∈ Z^+_{Nh} ,

τ_ℓ = (ℓ − 1) N_f N_τ N_pΔ_f , ℓ ∈ Z^+_{Nτ} , N_v ≜ F_v N_{r,v}, N_h ≜ F_hN_{r,h}, N_τ ≜ F_τ N_f and N_f = ⌈N_pN_g/N_c⌉. F_v , F_h and F_τ above are called the fine (oversampling) factors (FFs). N_v , N_h and N_τ are the numbers of sampled directional cosines and sampled delays, respectively. Larger FFs lead to more sampled directional cosines and delays, which is necessary for accurately modeling the SF channel in massive MIMO-OFDM systems [17]. When N_v, N_h and N_τ are sufficiently large, the SF domain channel G_k can be expressed as [17]–[19]

G_k = VH_kF^T , k ∈ Z^+_K , (6)

where H_k ∈ C^{Fv Fh Nr ×Fτ Nf} is the SF beam domain channel matrix of user k, and the components in H_k follow the independent complex Gaussian distributions with zero mean and possibly different variances. We denote the power matrix of beam domain channel as

Ω_k = E {H_k ⊙ H^∗_k} , k ∈ Z^+_K . (7)

Due to the channel sparsity, most of the components in Ω_k are (close to) zero and the non-zero components usually gather in clusters, where each cluster corresponds to a physical scatterer. Meanwhile, compared to the SF domain channel matrix G_k, the power matrix Ω_k maintains unchanged within a much longer period [18], [20]. The channel power matrices {Ω_k}^K_{k=1} can be obtained by methods such as [19], [21]. In the rest of this paper, we assume that {Ω_k}^K_{k=1} are known at the BS.

B. Problem Statement

The goal of channel estimation is to obtain the a posteriori information of the SF domain channel G_k, k ∈ Z^+_K when the received signal Y is given. Since the a posteriori information of G_k can be calculated from that of the SF beam domain channel matrix H_k through (6), we focus on the estimation of H_k, k ∈ Z^+_K . Substituting (6) into (1), we can obtain

Y = VHM + Z, (8)

where V and Z are the same as above, H = [H_1, H_2, · · · , H_K ] ∈ C^{Fa Nr ×KFτ Nf} , F_a ≜ F_v × F_h and M = [P_1F, P_2F, · · · , P_K F]^T ∈ C^{KFτ Nf ×Np} . After vectorizing (8), and removing the components of vec {H} with zero variance and the corresponding columns in M^T ⊗ V, we can obtain y = Ah + z, (9)

where A ∈ C^{N×M} is a deterministic matrix extracted from M^T ⊗ V, N = N_rN_p, M is the number of components in H with non-zero variance, y and z are the vectorizations of Y and Z, respectively, h ∈ C^M is a Gaussian random vector extracted from vec {H}. In (9), h ∼ CN (0, D) with diagonal and positive definite D and z ∼ CN ( 0, σ^2_z I ) . Assume that h and z are independent with each other. Then, given the observation y, the a posteriori distribution of h is Gaussian, and we have

p (h|y) = p_G ( h; μ̃, Σ̃ ) ∝ p (h) p (y|h)

∝ exp { −h^H D^{−1}h −

‖y − Ah‖^2 σ^2_z } . (10)

The a posteriori mean and covariance matrix of h are given by [22] μ̃ = D ( A^H AD + σ^2_z I )_{−1} A^H y, (11a)

Σ̃ = ( D^{−1} + 1 σ^2_z

A^H A )_{−1} , (11b)

respectively. The a posteriori mean μ̃ is also the MMSE estimate of h [22]. In this work, our goal is to calculate the approximate marginals of the a posteriori PDF p (h|y), where the marginals are denoted as p (h_i|y) , i ∈ Z^+_M . Then, the a posteriori mean and variance of h can be obtained.

III. REVISITING IGA In this section, we introduce the IGA for massive MIMO- OFDM channel estimation, for which more details can be found in [12], [17]. Then, two new properties of the IGA are obtained, which motivate us to simplify the IGA.

A. IGA

Given (9), p (h|y) can be further expressed as [17]

p (h|y) ∝ exp { −h^H D^{−1}h − N∑ n=1 | y_n − γ^H_n h |_2 σ^2_z } , (12)

where y_n is the n-th component of y, and

γ_n = [ A^H ] :,n = [a^∗_{n1} · · · a^∗_{nM} ]^T ∈ C^{M ×1} . (13)

We define a vector function as f (a, b) ≜ [ a^T , b^T ]_T ∈ C^{2M ×1} , where a, b ∈ C^{M×1} . Let d ≜ f ( 0, diag { −D^{−1} }) and t ≜ f (h, (h ⊙ h^∗)). Then, (12) can be rewritten as

p (h|y) = exp { d ∘ t + N∑ n=1 c_n (h) − ψ_q } , (14)

where ∘ is an operator of two vectors with the same dimension, and a ∘ b ≜^1_2 ( b^H a + a^H b ) , ψ_q is the normalization factor and c_n (h) = 1 σ^2_z ( −h^H γ_nγ^H_n h + y_nh^H γ_n + y^∗_nγ^H_n h ) . (15)

In (14), t only contains the statistics of single random variables, i.e., h_i and |h_i|^2 , i ∈ Z^+_M , and all the interactions (cross terms), h_ih^∗_j , i, j ∈ Z^+_M , are included in the terms c_n (h) , n ∈ Z^+_N . IGA aims to approximate ∑_N n=1 c_n (h) as ϑ_0 ∘ t, where ϑ_0 = f (θ_0, ν_0), θ_0 ∈ C^{M×1} and ν_0 ∈ R^{M×1} . Then, we can obtain

p (h|y) ≈ p_0 (h; ϑ_0) = exp {(d + ϑ_0) ∘ t − ψ_0} , (16)

where ψ_0 is the normalization factor. The marginals of p_0 (h; ϑ_0) can be calculated easily since it contains no interactions. To obtain ϑ_0, IGA constructs three types of manifolds and computes the approximation for each c_n (h) in an iterative manner, which is denoted as ξ_n ∘ t. At last, ϑ_0 = ∑_N n=1 ξ_n is used as the parameter of p_0 (h; ϑ_0). The three types of manifolds are the original manifold (OM), the objective manifold (OBM) and the auxiliary manifold (AM), respectively. The OM is defined as the set of PDFs of M dimensional complex Gaussian random vectors, M_{or} = { p (h)=p_G (h; μ, Σ) , μ ∈ C^{M ×1} , Σ ∈ H^M_+ } , (17)

where H^M_+ is the set of M dimensional positive definite matrices. The OBM is defined as

M_0 = {p_0 (h; ϑ_0) = exp {(d + ϑ_0) ∘ t − ψ_0 (ϑ_0)}} , (18)

where ϑ_0 = f (θ_0, ν_0) with θ_0 ∈ C^{M×1} and ν_0 ∈ R^{M×1} , and the free energy (normalization factor) ψ_0 (ϑ_0) is given by [17, Equation (40a)]. We refer to ϑ_0, θ_0 and ν_0 as the natural parameter (NP), the first-order natural parameter (FONP) and the second-order natural parameter (SONP) of p_0. Finally, N AMs are defined, where the n-th AM is defined as

M_n = {p_n (h; ϑ_n)} , n ∈ Z^+_N , (19a)

p_n (h; ϑ_n)=exp {(d + ϑ_n) ∘ t + c_n (h) − ψ_n (ϑ_n)} , (19b)

where ϑ_n = f (θ_n, ν_n), θ_n ∈ C^{M×1} and ν_n ∈ R^{M ×1} are referred to as the NP, the FONP and the SONP of p_n, and the free energy ψ_n (ϑ_n) is given by [17, Equation (40b)]. The distributions in the OBM and AMs are all M dimensional complex Gaussian distributions. We have p_n (h; ϑ_n) = p_G (h; μ_n, Σ_n) , n ∈ Z_N , where

μ_0 (ϑ_0) = 1 2 Σ_0 (ϑ_0) θ_0, (20a)

Σ_0 (ϑ_0) = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν_0} )_{−1} , (20b) μ_n (ϑ_n) = Σ_n (ϑ_n) ( y_n σ^2_z γ_n + 1 2 θ_n ) , (21a)

Σ_n (ϑ_n) = Λ_n − 1 β_n Λ_nγ_nγ^H_n Λ_n, (21b)

Λ_n = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν_n} )_{−1} , (21c)

β_n = σ^2_z + γ^H_n Λ_nγ_n, n ∈ Z^+_N . (21d)

Write μ_n and Σ_n as functions w.r.t. ϑ_n, n ∈ Z_N , since we will frequently use the relationship between the parameters and means and covariances in the following.

p_n (h; ϑ_n) in (19) only contains single interaction item c_n (h), and all others, i.e., ∑ n^′≠n cn^′ (h) are replaced as

ϑ_n ∘ t. Suppose that the NP ϑ_n is given, the approximation of c_n (h) is then obtained through m-projecting p_n (h; ϑ_n) onto the OBM. Specifically, m-projecting p_n (h; ϑ_n) onto the OBM is equivalent to finding the point on the OBM minimizing the following K-L divergence,

ϑ_{0n} = arg min_{ϑ0} D_{KL} {p_n (h; ϑ_n) : p_0 (h; ϑ_0)} , (22)

where

D_{KL} {p_n (h; ϑ_n) : p_0 (h; ϑ_0)} = E_{pn} { ln p_n (h; ϑ_n) p_0 (h; ϑ_0) } . (23) ϑ_{0n} =f (θ_{0n}, ν_{0n}), n ∈ Z^+_N , is then given by

θ_{0n} = [ I − 1 β_n Λ_nI ⊙ ( γ_nγ^H_n ) ]_{−1}

× ( 2y_n − γ^H_n Λ_nθ_n β_n γ_n + θ_n ) , (24a)

ν_{0n} = diag { D^{−1} − [ Λ_n − 1 β_n Λ^2_nI ⊙ ( γ_nγ^H_n ) ]_{−1}} , (24b) where Λ_n and β_n are given by (21c) and (21d), respectively. We now discuss an important property of the mprojection. Given p_n (h; ϑ_n) and its m-projection on the OBM p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N , the expectations of t w.r.t. p_n (h; ϑ_n) and p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) are the same [12], [17], i.e., ∫ tp_n (h; ϑ_n) dh = ∫ tp_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) dh, n ∈ Z^+_N . (25)

This is equivalent to

η_n (ϑ_n) = η_{0n}, n ∈ Z^+_N , (26)

where

η_n (ϑ_n) ≜ [ μ^T_n (ϑ_n) , diag^T {Σ_n (ϑ_n)} ]_T ∈C^{2M ×1} . η_{0n} ≜ [ μ^T_0 (ϑ_{0n}) , diag^T {Σ_0 (ϑ_{0n})} ]_T ∈ C^{2M ×1} . We will use this property in the analysis of the fixed point of EIGA.

Now, let us express the m-projection p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) in the following way:

p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) = exp {(d + ϑ_{0n}) ∘ t − ψ_0}

= exp {(d + ϑ_n + ξ_n) ∘ t − ψ_0} .

(28)

The NP ϑ_{0n} of p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}) is regarded as the sum of the NP ϑ_n of p_n (h; ϑ_n) and an extra item that is denoted as ξ_n. Comparing the last line of (28) and p_n in (19), we can find that c_n (h) in p_n is replaced by ξ_n ∘ t in p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n}). Thus, we regard ξ_n ∘ t as an approximate of c_n (h) and calculate ξ_n as ξ_n = ϑ_{0n} − ϑ_n, n ∈ Z^+_N . (29)

We then calculate ϑ_0 as ϑ_0 = ∑_N n=1 ξ_n and consider p_0 (h; ϑ_0) as an approximation of p (h|y).

Now, we summarize the complete process of IGA. Note that IGA proceeds in an iterative manner since the NPs of {p_n (h; ϑ_n)}^N_{n=1} are unknown at the beginning. Specifically, we first initialize ϑ_n, n ∈ Z_N . We then calculate ϑ_{0n} as (24) and ξ_n as (29). The NP of p_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , is then updated as ϑ_n = ∑ n^′ ≠n ξn^′ since ϑn ∘ t replaces ∑ n^′≠n cn^′ (h) in p_n and each interaction item c_n (h) is approximated as ξ_n ∘ t after the m-projection. The NP of p_0 is updated as ϑ_0 = ∑_N n=1 ξ_n. Then, repeat the m-projections, calculate the approximation items and the updates until convergence. In practice, the NPs of {p_n (h; ϑ_n)}^N_{n=0} are typically updated with a damping factor, i.e.,

ϑ_n (t + 1) = d ∑ n^′ ≠n ξ_n′ (t) + (1 − d) ϑ_n (t) , (30a)

ϑ_0 (t + 1) = d ∑_N n=1 ξ_n (t) + (1 − d) ϑ_0 (t) , (30b)

where n ∈ Z^+_N in (30a). The damped updating of the NPs could improve the convergence of IGA.

Next, we introduce two conditions of the fixed point of IGA. When converged, denote the fixed points of the parameters in IGA as ξ^⋆_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , ϑ^⋆_n = f (θ^⋆_n, ν^⋆_n) , n ∈ Z^+_N , ϑ^⋆_{0n}, n ∈ Z^+_N , and ϑ^⋆_0 = f (θ^⋆_0 , ν^⋆_0 ). By solving the fixed point equation of IGA, we can obtain [17]

ϑ^⋆_0 = ϑ^⋆_{0n} = 1 N − 1 N∑ n=1 ϑ^⋆_n. Define

η_0 (ϑ_0) ≜ [ μ^T_0 (ϑ_0) , diag^T {Σ_0 (ϑ_0)} ]_T ∈ C^{2M ×1} , (31)

η^⋆_0 ≜ η_0 (ϑ^⋆_0), η^⋆_{0n} ≜ η_0 (ϑ^⋆_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N , and η^⋆_n ≜ η_n (ϑ^⋆_n) , n ∈ Z^+_N . We can obtain

η^⋆_0^{(a)}= η^⋆_{0n}^{(b)}= η^⋆_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , (32)

where (a) comes from ϑ^⋆_0 = ϑ^⋆_{0n}, n ∈ Z^+_N , and (b) comes from that p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_{0n}) is the m-projection of p_n (h; ϑ^⋆_n), n ∈ Z^+_N , on the OBM and thus (25) holds. In summary, the two conditions are { m-condition: η^⋆_0 = η^⋆_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , e-condition: ϑ^⋆_0 =^1_{N−1} ∑_N n=1 ϑ^⋆_n. (33)

B. New Results

In practice, the pilot sequences with constant magnitude property are preferred for massive MIMO-OFDM systems [6], [18], [19]. In this case, the measurement matrix A in the received signal model (9) have the constant magnitude entry property, i.e., |a_{i,j} | = |a_{m,n}| , ∀i, j, m, n, where a_{i,j} is the (i, j)-th element of A. Under this condition, the iteration of IGA shows two new properties. Unless specified, we assume that the components of the pilot sequences and thus the measurement matrix entries have unit magnitude in the rest of this paper.

Theorem 1. If the matrix A in (9) has constant magnitude entry property, then at each iteration of IGA, the SONPs of both p_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , and its m-projection on the OBM are independent of n, i.e.,

ν_n (t) = ν_n′ (t) , (34a)

ν_{0n} (t) = ν_{0n}′ (t) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N , (34b)

when the initializations of the SONPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} are the same. Furthermore, if the initializations of the SONPs of p_0 and p_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , satisfy ν_0 (0) , ν_n (0) ≤ 0, then their fixed points satisfy ν^⋆_0 , ν^⋆_n < 0, n ∈ Z^+_N .

Proof. See in Appendix A.

Define the arithmetic mean of the SONPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} as ν ≜^1_N ∑_N n=1 ν_n. From the above theorem, ν_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , in IGA can be replaced by ν in each iteration, and the two iteration modes are equivalent to each other when A has constant magnitude entry property. Motivated by this observation, we find that a similar property is satisfied between the FONPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} in IGA.

For an M × M positive definite diagonal matrix D, define ‖θ‖_D ≜ √ θ^H Dθ, where θ ∈ C^{M ×1} . Since D is positive definite diagonal, we have ‖θ‖_D = ‖D^{12} θ‖. And ‖·‖_D is a weighted norm on C^{M×1} . Then, we have the following result.

Theorem 2. In IGA, the fixed points of all the FONPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} are asymptotically equal to^{N−1}_N times the fixed point of the FONP of p_0, i.e., lim N→∞ 1 NM N∑ n=1 E { ‖θ^⋆_n − N − 1 N θ^⋆_0 ‖^2_D } = 0, (35)

where M/N = α > 0 is a constant.

Proof. See in Appendix B.

Theorem 2 illustrates that as N and M tend to infinity, the average error between each component in the fixed point of the FONP of p_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , and each component in the fixed point of the FONP of p_0 is asymptotically equal to zero. In massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation, N is usually quite large. When the number of users is large, M can be also large even though the channel sparsity exists. In this case, the fixed point of the FONP of p_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , tends to be equal to each other, and the value can be obtained directly from the e-condition in (33).

IV. EFFICIENT IGA In this section, we simplify the iteration of IGA and propose EIGA by replacing the original NPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} with a common NP. Then, the efficient implementation with FFT of EIGA is provided.

A. EIGA

Define the arithmetic mean of the NPs of {p_n (h; ϑ_n)}^N_{n=1} as ϑ ≜ (1/N) ∑_N n=1 ϑ_n. We use ϑ instead of ϑ_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , to simplify the iteration of IGA. This replacement allows more efficient implementation.

The input is the same as that of IGA. At the initialization, we set the counter t = 0 and choose the damping d, where 0 < d ≤ 1. We shall see more explicit ranges of d in the next section. We initialize the NP for p_0 as ϑ_0 (0) and initialize the NP for {p_n}^N_{n=1} as ϑ (0) while ensuring that ν_0 (0) , ν (0) ≤ 0. We refer to ϑ as the common NP of {p_n}^N_{n=1} (abbreviated as the common NP). Given the common NP ϑ (t) = f (θ (t) , ν (t)) at the t-th iteration, we m-project p_n (h; ϑ (t)) onto the OBM and obtains the m-projection, denoted as p_0 (h; ϑ_{0n} (t)), where n ∈ Z^+_N . Substituting ϑ (t) = f (θ (t) , ν (t)) into (21c), (21d) and (24), i.e., replacing ϑ_n = f (θ_n, ν_n) with ϑ (t) = f (θ (t) , ν (t)), and considering that A is of constant magnitude entries, ϑ_{0n} (t) = f (θ_{0n} (t) , ν_{0n} (t)) , n ∈ Z^+_N , is now given by

θ_{0n} (t) = ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1}

× ( 2y_n − γ^H_n Λ (ν (t)) θ (t) β (ν (t)) γ_n + θ (t) ) , (36a)

ν_{0n} (t) = diag { D^{−1} − ( Λ (ν (t)) − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2 (t) )_{−1}} , (36b) Λ (ν (t)) = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν (t)} )_{−1} , (36c)

β (ν (t)) = σ̃^2_z + tr {Λ (ν (t))} . (36d)

Note that in (36d) σ^2_z is replaced with σ̃^2_z . We refer to σ̃^2_z as the virtual noise variance. This is a common technique has been used to improve the performance in iterative Bayesian inference methods [23], [24], since they do not necessarily have the best performance when the exact σ^2_z is used. In the next section, we will give a closed-form expression of σ̃^2_z . Its calculation is simple, yet we will show that it could improve the estimation performance.

From (36b), we can find that the SONP of the mprojection is independent of n. Thus, we can obtain ν_{0n} (t) = ν_{0n}′ (t) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N . We now present the updatings of the parameters. Since we replace ϑ_n (t) , n ∈ Z^+_N , with ϑ (t), the approximation item ξ_n (t) can be re-expressed as

ξ_n (t) = ϑ_{0n} (t) − ϑ (t) , n ∈ Z^+_N . (37)

Then, from (30a) , {ϑ_n (t + 1)}^N_{n=1} can be obtained. To update the common NP ϑ, we calculate ϑ (t + 1) as the arithmetic mean of {ϑ_n (t + 1)}^N_{n=1},

ϑ (t + 1) = 1 N N∑ n=1 ϑ_n (t + 1) (a) = d N N∑ n=1 N∑ n^′=1

(ξ_n′ (t) − ξ_n (t))+ 1 − d N N∑ n=1 ϑ_n (t) (b) = d (N − 1) N N∑ n=1 ξ_n (t) + (1 − d) ϑ (t) (38)

(c) = d (N − 1) N N∑ n=1 ϑ_{0n} (t) + (1 − dN) ϑ (t) ,

where (a) comes from (30a), (b) comes from that if ϑ is updated as above, then at each iteration, ϑ (t) =^1_N ∑_N n=1 ϑ_n (t) can be obtained, and (c) comes from (37). From (30b) , the update of the NP of p_0 (h; ϑ_0) can be modified as

ϑ_0 (t + 1) = d N∑ n=1 ϑ_{0n} (t) − dNϑ (t) + (1 − d) ϑ_0 (t) . (39)

We now discuss the update of ϑ_0 in (39), which is derived directly from the non-damping version of (38) and (39). Setting d = 1 in (38) and (39), and after some calculation, we can obtain

(N − 1) ϑ_0 (t + 1) = Nϑ (t + 1) .

Then, when 0 < d < 1, if we constrain (N − 1) ϑ_0 (0) = Nϑ (0) at the initialization, at each iteration of (38) and (39), we still have (N − 1) ϑ_0 (t) = Nϑ (t) , ∀t. In summary, when the initialization satisfies (N − 1) ϑ_0 (0) = Nϑ (0), the update of the NPs can be summarized as follows: calculate ϑ (t + 1) as in the last equation of (38), and calculate ϑ_0 (t + 1) as

ϑ_0 (t + 1) = N N − 1 ϑ (t + 1) . (40)

Moreover, the detailed expression of

ϑ (t + 1) = f (θ (t + 1) , ν (t + 1))

can be expressed as follows:

ν (t + 1) = g̃ (ν (t)) ≜ dg (ν (t)) + (1 − d) ν (t) , (41a)

g (ν (t)) =(1−N)diag { (β (ν (t)) I − Λ (ν (t)))^{−1} } , (41b)

θ (t + 1) = B̃ (ν (t)) θ (t) + b (ν (t)) , (42a) B̃ (ν (t)) ≜ dB (ν (t)) + (1 − d) I, (42b)

B (ν (t)) = N − 1 β (ν (t)) ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1}

× ( I − 1 N A^H A ) Λ (ν (t)) ,

(42c)

b (ν (t)) =

2d (N − 1) Nβ (ν (t)) ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1} A^H y, (42d) where (41) is the iterating system of ν, (42) is the iterating system of θ, and the derivations are provided in Appendix C. All the above matrices that need to be inverted are also shown to be invertible at each iteration in Appendix C, which guarantees that (41) and (42) are valid. B̃ and B are two matrix functions with ν (t) being the variable, i.e., B̃, B : R^M → C^{M×M} , and b, g̃ and g are three vector functions with ν (t) being the variable, i.e., b : R^M → C^M , and g̃, g : R^M → R^M . In (41) and (42), the common NP ϑ (t + 1) is directly calculated without the step for calculating the approximation item ξ_n (t). From (40), we can see that the NP of p_0 in each iteration relies on the common NP. Therefore, its updating in the iteration process is not necessary. We only need to calculate the NP of p_0 with the resulting common NP from the iteration process. We refer the above approach as EIGA and summarize it in Algorithm 1. The initialization of ν will be discussed in detail in Sec. V-A , and the range guarantees the convergence of EIGA.

Algorithm 1: EIGA Input: The covariance D of the priori distribution p (h), the received signal y, the noise power σ^2_z and the maximal iteration number t_{max}.

Initialization: set t = 0, calculate the virtual noise variance σ̃^2_z as σ̃^2_z = f ( σ^2_z ) , where f (·) is given by (77), set damping d, where 0 < d ≤ 1, initialize the common NP as ϑ (0) = f (θ (0) , ν (0)) and ensure −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0; repeat

1. Update ϑ = f (θ, ν) as (41) and (42), where Λ (ν (t)) and β (ν (t)) are given by (36c) and (36d), respectively; 2. t = t + 1;

until Convergence or t > t_{max};

Output: Calculate the NP of p_0 (h; ϑ_0) as

ϑ_0 =^N_{N−1} ϑ (t). The mean and variance of the approximate marginal, p (h_i|y), i ∈ Z^+_M , are given by the i-th component of μ_0 and diag {Σ_0}, respectively, where μ_0 and Σ_0 are calculated by (20a) and (20b), respectively.

B. Efficient Implementation

The computational complexity of each iteration of EIGA mainly comes from the two matrix-vector multiplications by A and A^H in (42). In this subsection, we focus on (42) and present an efficient implementation. We assume that the adjustable phase shift pilots (APSPs) [18] are adopted as the training signal, which is an extension of the conventional phase shift orthogonal pilots in LTE and 5G NR [25], [26]. Note that any other pilot sequences with constant magnitude can be adopted. We set the transmit power of the training signal for each user to 1. Then, the APSP for the user k is set to be P_k = Diag {r (n_k)} P, where

r (n_k) = [ exp { −j̄2π n_kN_1 F_τ N_p } , · · · , exp { −j̄2π n_kN_2 F_τ N_p }]_T , n_k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , F_τ N_p − 1} is the phase shift scheduled for the user k, and P = Diag {p} is the basic pilot satisfying PP^H = I. Given the channel power matrix Ω_k, k ∈ Z^+_K , we can use [18, Algorithm 1] to determine the value of n_k and thus P_k, k ∈ Z^+_K . Define a partial DFT matrix of F τN_p points as

F_d ≜ [r (0) , r (1) , · · · , r (F_τ N_p − 1)] ∈ C^{Np ×Fτ Np} (43)

and a permutation matrix as Π_{nk} ≜ [ O I_{Fτ Np−nk} I_{nk} O ] ∈ C^{Fτ Np×Fτ Np} . (44)

Substituting P_k and (6) into (1), we can obtain

Y = VH_aF^T_d P + Z,

where

H_a = K∑ k=1 H^e_kΠ_{nk} ,

H^e_k = [H_k, O] ∈ C^{Fa Nr ×Fτ Np} , k ∈ Z^+_K , is the extended beam domain channel matrix for the user k. Define Ω_a ≜ ∑_K k=1 Ω^e_kΠ_{nk} with Ω^e_k ≜ [Ω_k, O] ∈ C^{Fa Nr ×Fτ Np} . It is not difficult to check that Ω_a is the power matrix of H_a. Then, we can obtain

y_p = vec { YP^H } = Ã_ph̃_a + z_p,

where Ã_p = F_d ⊗ V ∈ C^{N×F}a^Fτ^N , (45)

h̃_a ∈ C Fa Fτ N×1 is the vectorization of H_a, and z_p ∈ C N×1 is the vectorization of ZP^H . Since P^H is unitary, we can readily obtain that z_p ∼ CN ( 0, σ^2_z I ) . Define the number of non-zero components in ω_a ≜ vec {Ω_a} as M_a ≜ ‖ω_a‖_0 and the indexes of non-zero components in ω_a as Q ≜ {q_1, q_2, · · · , q_{Ma} }, where 1 ≤ q_i ≤ F_aF_τ N. The extraction matrix is defined as

E_p ≜ [ e_{q1} , e_{q2} , · · · , e_{qMa} ] ∈ C^{Fa Fτ N×Ma} , (46) where e_i ∈ C^{M̃ ×1}, i ∈ P is the i-th column of the M̃ dimensional identity matrix. Then, y_p can be re-expressed as

y_p = A_ph_a + z_p, (47)

where A_p = Ã_pE_p ∈ C^{N×Ma} , (48)

h_a = E^T_p h̃_a ∈ C^{Ma ×1}, h_a ∼ CN (0, D_a) and D_a ≜ Diag { E^T_p ω_a } is positive definite diagonal. In this case, at each iteration of EIGA, (42) can be rewritten as (we omit the counter t on the right-side of the equation for convenience)

θ (t + 1) = 2 β J_pA^H_p y_p − 1 β J_pA^H_p A_pΛθ (t)

+ [NJ_p + (1 − dN) I] θ (t) ,

(49)

where J_p =^{d(N−1)}_N ( I −^1_β Λ )_{−1} . Since both J_p and Λ are diagonal, the complexity in (49) mainly comes from A^H_p y_p, A^H_p s and A_pu, where s = A_pΛθ (t) ∈ C^{N×1} and u = Λθ (t) ∈ C^{Ma ×1}. For A_pu, we have

A_pu = Ã_pũ = vec { VŨF^T_d } , where ũ = E_pu ∈ C^{Fa Fτ N×1}, Ũ ∈ C^{Fa Nr ×Fτ Np} and vec { Ũ } = ũ. Then, VŨF^T_d can be calculated by FFT since V is the Kronecker product of two partial DFT matrices and F_d is a partial DFT matrix. The complexity of the efficient implementation of A_pu is O (C), where C =N [ F_aF_τ log_2 (F_v N_{r,v}) + F_hF_τ log_2 (F_hN_{r,h})

+ F_τ log_2 (F_τ N_p) ] . (50)

For the calculation of A^H_p s, we have that

A^H_p s = E^T_p Ã^H_p s = E^T_p vec { V^H SF^∗_d } , where S ∈ C^{Nr ×Np} and vec {S} = s. We first compute S^′ ≜ SF^∗_d ∈ C^{Nr ×Fτ Np} and then V^H S^′. Both of the above two calculations can be implemented through inverse FFT (IFFT). Then, E^T_p Ã^H_p s is equivalent to extracting the components from ÃH_p s with the indexes determined by Q. The complexity of the efficient implementation of Ã^H_p s is O (C), too. As for the calculation of A^H_p y_p, since it is the same at each iteration, we only need to calculate it once. The calculation of A^H_p y_p and the corresponding complexities are the same as that of A^H_p s in one iteration.

V. CONVERGENCE AND FIXED POINT In this section, we give the convergence and fixed point analyses of EIGA. We prove that with a sufficient small damping, EIGA is guaranteed to converge. We determine a wider range of damping through the specific properties of the measurement matrix. Then, we show that at the fixed point, the a posteriori mean obtained by EIGA is asymptotically optimal. The calculation of the virtual noise variance σ̃^2_z will be also presented.

A. Convergence

We begin with following lemma related to the range of ν.

Lemma 1. Given a finite initialization ϑ (0) = f (θ (0) , ν (0)) with −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} 1 ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0, then at each iteration, ϑ (t) = f (θ (t) , ν (t)) satisfies: θ (t) and ν (t) are finite, and ν (t) ≤ 0. Specifically, we have ν (0) ≤ 0 and ν (t) < 0, t ≥ 1.

Proof. See in Appendix C.

We refer matrix B̃ in (42b) as the iterating system matrix of θ, which is determined by the common SONP ν and the measurement matrix A at each iteration. Combining (41a) and (42a), we can see that ν (t + 1) only depends on ν (t) and does not depend on θ (t), while θ (t + 1) depends on both θ (t) and ν (t). This shows that the iterating system of ν is separated from that of θ, and hence, the convergence of ν (t) can be checked individually. We then consider the convergence of ν (t). To this end, we first present the following lemma about the function g̃ (ν) defined in (41a).

Lemma 2. Given ν ≤ 0, g̃ (ν) satisfies the following two properties.

1. Monotonicity: If ν < ν^′ ≤ 0, then g̃ (ν) < g̃ (ν^′). 2. Scalability: Given a positive constant 0 < α < 1, we have g̃(αν) < αg̃(ν).

Moreover, if g̃_{min} ≤ ν ≤ 0 with g̃_{min} ≜ −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} 1 ∈ R^M , we have g̃_{min} < g̃ (ν) < 0.

Proof. See in Appendix D.

Based on Lemma 2, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Given initialization ν (0) with g̃_{min} ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0, where g̃_{min} is defined in Lemma 2, the sequence ν (t + 1) = g̃ (ν (t)) converges to a finite fixed point ν^⋆, where g̃_{min} < ν^⋆ < 0.

Proof. See in Appendix E.

From Theorem 3, we can find that ν (t) converges to a finite fixed point as long as its initialization satisfies g̃_{min} ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0, and this range can be quite large. For example, in our simulations, N = 46080, and when the virtual noise variance σ̃^2_z = 1, we obtain g̃_{min} = −46079 × 1. In this case, the range of the initialization of ν is quite large. Theorem 3 also shows that the convergence of ν (t) is not related to the damping factor d. Yet we shall see that the convergence of θ (t) is related to the choice of the damping factor later. Define Λ^⋆ = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆} )_{−1} , (51)

β^⋆ = σ̃^2_z + tr {Λ^⋆} . (52)

From Theorem 3, diagonal matrix Λ^⋆ is positive definite and β^⋆ > 0. From (41a) and ν^⋆ = g̃ (ν^⋆), we have ν^⋆ = g (ν^⋆). Then, we can obtain the following relationship for ν^⋆ N N − 1 ν^⋆ = diag { D^{−1} − ( Λ^⋆ − 1 β^⋆ (Λ^⋆)^2 )_{−1}} , (53)

where the derivation is given in Appendix F. From (53), we have

Λ^⋆ − 1 β^⋆ (Λ^⋆)^2 = ( D^{−1} − N N − 1 Diag {ν^⋆} )_{−1} . (54)

Define

B̃^⋆ = B̃ (ν^⋆) = dB^⋆ + (1 − d) I, (55)

where B^⋆ = B (ν^⋆) and b^⋆ = b (ν^⋆). From the definition, B̃⋆ is determined by the fixed point of the common SONP ν⋆ and the measurement matrix A, which does not vary with iterations. To avoid ambiguity, the iterating system matrix refers to B̃^⋆ in the rest of the paper, since the convergence condition for the iterating system of θ (t) given in the following lemma depends only on the spectral radius of B̃^⋆.

Lemma 3. Given a finite initialization θ (0) ∈ C^{M ×1} and ν (0) with −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} 1 ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0. Then, θ (t) in (42) converges to its fixed point if the spectral radius of B̃⋆ is less than 1, i.e., ρ ( B̃⋆ ) < 1, with ρ ( B̃⋆ ) = max { |λ| : λ is an eigenvalue of B̃^⋆ } . Proof. See in Appendix G.

From Lemma 3, we see that when ν converges and the spectral radius of the iterating system matrix in (55), i.e., B̃^⋆, is less than 1, θ converges. We next give an analysis of the eigenvalue distribution of B̃^⋆ and a theoretical explanation for the improved convergence of θ under damped updating. The key point in the next is to analyze the eigenvalues of B̃^⋆. We begin with the eigenvalues of B^⋆ in (55) since from (55), the eigenvalues of B̃^⋆ can be directly obtained from those of B^⋆.

As mentioned above, when ν converges to ν^⋆, from (54) and (55), it is not difficult to obtain

B^⋆ = N − 1 β^⋆ ( I − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆ )_{−1} ( I − 1 N A^H A ) Λ^⋆ = ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ ) ( NI − A^H A ) ( 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆ ) . (56)

We can find that B^⋆ is the product of three matrices. The first matrix of the right hand side of (56) satisfies the following property.

Lemma 4. I −^1_N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ is diagonal with diagonal components all positive and smaller than 1.

Proof. From (51), we can obtain that 0 < diag { D^{−1}Λ^⋆ } < 1, which implies that the diagonal of I−^1_N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ is positive and smaller than 1. This completes the proof.

Since all the three matrices in the product in (56) are Hermitian, we have [27, Exercise below Theorem 5.6.9]

ρ (B^⋆) ≤ρ ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ ) ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ρ ( 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆ ) . (57)

From Lemma 4, we can obtain that ρ ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ ) < 1. (58)

Lemma 5. The spectral radius of Λ^∗ satisfies

ρ (Λ^⋆) < β^⋆ N . (59)

Proof. See in Appendix H.

We next show some properties of the eigenvalues of B^⋆ and B̃⋆.

Lemma 6. Denote the eigenvalues of B^⋆ as λ_{B,i}, i ∈ Z^+_M . Then, {λ_{B,i}}^M_{i=1} are all real and − ρ ( NI − A^H A ) N < λ_{B,i} < 1. (60) Proof. See in Appendix I.

Denote the eigenvalues of the iterating system matrix B̃^⋆ in (55) as λ̃_i, i ∈ Z^+_M . From (55), we have λ̃_i = dλ_{B,i} +1−d, i ∈ Z^+_M . We then have the following lemma.

Lemma 7. The eigenvalues of B̃^⋆ are all real and satisfy 1 − d ( 1 + ρ ( NI − A^H A ) N ) < λ̃_i < 1. (61)

Proof. This is a direct result from Lemma 6.

From the above lemma, we can find that the eigenvalues of B̃^⋆ are smaller than 1, and their lower bound depends on the measurement matrix A and the damping d. Combining Lemmas 6 and 7, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Given a finite initialization θ (0) ∈ C^{M ×1} and ν (0) with −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} 1 ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0. Then, θ (t) in (42) converges to its fixed point if the damping factor satisfies d < 2 1 +^{ρ(NI−AH A)} N . (62)

Proof. This is a direct result from Lemmas 3 and 7.

From Theorem 4, we can find that EIGA will always converge with a sufficiently small damping factor and the range of d is mainly determined by ρ ( NI − A^H A ) . The spectral radius ρ ( NI − A^H A ) depends on the measurement matrix A. We next discuss the range of ρ ( NI − A^H A ) in the worst case and give the range of damping factor accordingly. The range of ρ ( NI − A^H A ) and the corresponding range of damping factor in massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation will be discussed later in this section.

Theorem 5. The spectral radius of NI − A^H A satisfies ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ NM − N. (63) If rank (A) = 1, then ρ ( NI − A^H A ) = NM − N. Proof. See in Appendix J.

Corollary 1. Given a finite initialization θ (0) ∈ C^{M ×1} and ν (0) with −^{N−1}_{σ̃2z} 1 ≤ ν (0) ≤ 0. Then, θ (t) in (42) converges to its fixed point if the damping factor satisfies d <^2_M .

Proof. It is a direct result from Theorems 4 and 5.

From Corollary 1, we can find that in the worst case, if d <^2_M , then EIGA converges.

Now, let us discuss the range of ρ ( NI − A^H A ) in massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation, where the range of d will be expanded. We first consider the case when general pilot sequences with constant magnitude property are adopted. In this case, A is defined in (9). From the definitions in (3) and (4), we can obtain that V_v ∈ C^{Nr,v ×Fv Nr,v} and V_h ∈ C^{Nr,h ×Fh Nr,h} are partial DFT matrices, i.e., V_v = Ĩ_{Nr,v ×Fv Nr,v}Ṽ_v and V_h = Ĩ_{Nr,h×Fh Nr,h}Ṽ_h, Ṽ_v and Ṽ_h are F_v N_{r,v} and F_hN_{r,h} dimensional DFT matrices, respectively, Ĩ_{N×F N} is a matrix containing the first N rows of the F N dimensional identity matrix, F_v and F_h are two fine (oversampling) factors. F can be re-expressed as F ≜ Ĩ_{Np×Fτ Np}F̃Ĩ_{Fτ Np×Fτ Nf} ∈ C^{Np ×Nτ Nf} , F̃ is the F_τ N_p dimensional DFT matrix, Ĩ_{Fτ Np×Fτ Nf} is a matrix containing the first F_τ N_f columns of the F_τ N_p dimensional identity matrix, i.e., F is the matrix obtained by F̃ after row extraction and column extraction. Similarly, F_d in (43) can be re-expressed as F_d ≜ Ĩ_{Np×Fτ Np}F̃, (64) and we have F = F_dĨ_{Fτ Np×Fτ Nf} . (65)

From the definitions above, we can obtain that V_vV^H_v = F_v N_{r,v}I, V_hV^H_h = F_hN_{r,h}I, and F_dF^H_d = F_τ N_pI. We then have the following theorem.

Theorem 6. For matrix A in (9), we have, ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ (KF_v F_hF_τ − 1) N. (66)

In this case, if d < 2 KF_v F_hF_τ , (67)

EIGA converges.

Proof. See in Appendix K.

In our simulations, K = 48, M = 29277, and F_v = F_h = F_τ = 2, when general pilot sequences with constant magnitude property are adopted, d < 0.0052 is sufficient to ensure the convergence of EIGA. Note that this range is much larger than the worst case d <^2_M = 6.8 × 10^{−5} in Corollary 1. We finally consider the special case, where the adjustable phase shift pilots (APSPs) are used. In this case, A is equal to A_p defined in (48). And we have the following theorem. Theorem 7. For A in (48), we have, ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ (F_v F_hF_τ − 1) N. (68)

In this case, if d < 2 F_v F_hF_τ , (69)

EIGA converges.

Proof. See in Appendix L.

For the case with F_v = F_h = F_τ = 2, d < 0.25 is sufficient for EIGA to converge.

B. Fixed Point

In this subsection, we present the analysis for the fixed point of EIGA. The discussion on how to determine the value of σ̃^2_z will also be presented. Denote the fixed points of the common NP and the NP of the m-projection in EIGA as ϑ^⋆ = f (θ^⋆, ν^⋆), and ϑ^⋆_{0n} = f (θ^⋆_{0n}, ν^⋆_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N , respectively. Denote the NP of p_0 at the fixed point of EIGA as ϑ^⋆_0 = f (θ^⋆_0 , ν^⋆_0 ) ≜ N (N − 1) ϑ^⋆. Substituting ϑ (t + 1) = ϑ (t) = ϑ^⋆ and ϑ_{0n} (t) = ϑ^⋆_{0n} into the last equation of (38) (the step 1 of Algorithm 1), we can obtain the fixed point

ϑ^⋆_0 = N N − 1 ϑ^⋆ = 1 N N∑ n=1 ϑ^⋆_{0n}. (70)

Comparing the first equation in (70) with e-condition in (33), we can find that the fixed point of EIGA satisfies an alternative version of the e-condition since ϑ is calculated as the arithmetic mean of ϑ_n, n ∈ Z^+_N . Then, from the second equation in (70), we can obtain

θ^⋆_0 = 1 N N∑ n=1 θ^⋆_{0n} (71a)

ν^⋆_0 = 1 N N∑ n=1 ν^⋆_{0n} = ν^⋆_{0n}, n ∈ Z^+_N , (71b) where (71b) comes from ν_{0n} (t) = ν_{0n}′ (t) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N , ∀t. Denote the means and covariance matrices of p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_0), p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N , and p_n (h; ϑ^⋆) , n ∈ Z^+_N , as

μ^⋆_0 = μ_0 (ϑ^⋆_0) , Σ^⋆_0 = Σ_0 (ϑ^⋆_0) , (72a)

μ^⋆_{0n} = μ_0 (ϑ^⋆_{0n}) , Σ^⋆_{0n} = Σ_0 (ϑ^⋆_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N , (72b)

μ^⋆_n = μ_n (ϑ^⋆) , Σ^⋆_n = Σ_n (ϑ^⋆) , n ∈ Z^+_N , (72c)

where functions μ_n (·) and Σ_n (·) , n ∈ Z_N , are given by (20) and (21), respectively. Then, we have the following lemma. Lemma 8. At the fixed point of EIGA, the mean of p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_0) on the OBM is equal to the arithmetic mean of the means of p_1 (h; ϑ^⋆) , p_2 (h; ϑ^⋆) , · · · , p_N (h; ϑ^⋆), on the AMs. Meanwhile, the variance of p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_0) is equal to the variance of p_n (h; ϑ^⋆) , n ∈ Z^+_N , i.e.,

μ^⋆_0 = 1 N N∑ n=1 μ^⋆_n, (73a)

diag {Σ^⋆_0} = diag {Σ^⋆_n} , n ∈ Z^+_N . (73b)

Proof. See in Appendix M.

From Lemma 8, the two conditions of the fixed point of EIGA are summarized as { m-condition: η_0 (ϑ^⋆_0) =^1_N ∑_N n=1 η_n (ϑ^⋆) , e-condition: ϑ^⋆_0 =^N_{N−1} ϑ^⋆,

(74)

where η_n (·) = [ μ^T_n (·) diag^T {Σ_n (·)} ]_T ∈ C^{2M×1} .

For the fixed point of EIGA in the asymptotic case, we first present the following theorem.

Theorem 8. If the initialization of the SONP of the common NP in EIGA satisfies ν (0) ≤ 0, then, the fixed points of the SONPs of the NP of p_0 satisfy ν^⋆_0 < 0, and the fixed point of μ_0 defined in (72a) satisfies

μ^⋆_0 = D [ A^H A ( D − 1 N Λ^⋆ ) + β^⋆I ]_{−1} A^H y, (75)

where Λ^⋆ ≜ ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆} )_{−1} , (76a)

β^⋆ ≜ σ̃^2_z + tr {Λ^⋆} > 0. (76b)

Proof. See in Appendix N.

Theorem 8 provides the expression of μ^⋆_0 in EIGA. We then show that μ^⋆_0 above can be asymptotically optimal when M < N and N tends to infinity, where M and N are the numbers of the variables to be estimated and the observations, respectively. We first define an injection as f : R^+ → R,

f (x) = x − tr {( D^{−1} + N − 1 x I )_{−1}} , x > 0. (77)

f (x) plays an important role in the calculation of the virtual noise variance.

Lemma 9. If M < N, then f (x) is a monotonically increasing function, and we have f (x) = f (y) ⇐⇒ x = y, where x, y, f (x) , f (y) > 0. Proof. See in Appendix O.

Based on Lemma 9, we have the following theorem, which illustrates how we can determine the virtual noise variance.

Theorem 9. When the initialization of the SONP of the common NP in EIGA satisfies ν (0) ≤ 0 and M < N, the asymptotic values of Λ^⋆ and f (β^⋆) as N tends to infinity satisfy lim N→∞ [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} = 0, i ∈ Z^+_M , (78a) lim N→∞ f (β^⋆) = σ̃^2_z . (78b)

Then, if σ̃^2_z = f ( σ^2_z ) , we can obtain lim_{N→∞} β^⋆ = σ^2_z and lim N→∞ μ^⋆_0 = μ̃, (79)

where μ̃ is the a posteriori mean in (11a). Moreover, when M is fixed, we have lim_{N→∞} f ( σ^2_z ) = σ^2_z . In this case, lim_{N→∞} μ^⋆_0 = μ̃ holds if either σ̃^2_z = σ^2_z or σ̃^2_z = f ( σ^2_z ) is satisfied.

Proof. See in Appendix P.

Theorem 9 provides the asymptotic values of Λ^⋆ and f (β^⋆) when N tends to infinity and M < N. It also shows that if we set the virtual noise variance as the exact one, i.e., σ̃^2 = σ^2_z , then μ^⋆_0 is asymptotically optimal as N tends to infinity when M is fixed. Most importantly, μ^⋆_0 is asymptotically optimal as N tends to infinity if σ̃^2_z is set to be f ( σ^2_z ) and M < N. In massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation, M can be large when the number of users is large. In order to ensure that M < N and guarantee asymptotically optimal performance of EIGA, an appropriate number of users can be chosen by using the statistical CSI of users in the BS. Meanwhile, it can be checked that 0 < f ( σ^2_z ) < σ^2_z .

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS In this section, we provide simulation results to illustrate the complexity and performance of the proposed EIGA for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation. The widely adopted QuaDRiGa [28] is used to generate the SF domain channel G_k for each user. The simulation scenario is set as "3GPP_38.901_UMa", and main parameters for the simulations are summarized in Table I. We locate the BS at (0, 0, 25) and randomly generate the users in a 120^∘ sector with radius r = 200m around (0, 0, 1.5). The SNR is set as SNR =^1_{σ2z} . The APSPs are adopted as the pilot. We set the fine factors to F_v = F_h = F_τ = 2 in all simulations, which can achieve significant performance gain compared with the case with F_v = F_h = F_τ = 1 as shown in [17]. It has also been shown that setting the fine factors to 2 is sufficient to obtain good performance [19], [29], [30]. We adopt a standard Bayesian learning method proposed in [23] to obtain the channel power matrix Ω_k of each user from the generated SF domain channel

TABLE I PARAMETER SETTINGS OF THE QUADRIGA

Parameter Value Number of BS antenna N_{r,v} × N_{r,h} 8 × 16 UT number K 48 Center frequency f_c 4.8GHz Number of training subcarriers N_p 360 Subcarrier spacing Δ_f 15kHz Number of subcarriers N_c 2048 CP length N_g 144 Mobile velocity of users 3 − 10 kmph

G_k. The number of total non-zero components in {Ω_k}^{48}_{k=1} is calculated as M_a = 29277, which is smaller than that of the observations N = N_{r,v} × N_{r,h} × N_p = 46080. With a total of 48 users, each user contains an average of 610 variables to be estimated, i.e., the number of non-zero components in the channel power matrix of each user is 610. This value is quite small when compared to the number of total components of the channel power matrix Ω_k ∈ C^{Fv Fh Nr ×Fτ Nf} of each user, where N_r = 128 and N_f = 26 in our simulations. This coincides with the sparsity of the beam domain channel. We use the normalized mean-squared error (NMSE) as the performance metric for the channel estimation,

NMSE = 1 KN_{sam} K∑ k=1

N_{sam}∑

n=1 ‖G^{(n)}_k − Ĝ^{(n)}_k ‖^2_F

‖G^{(n)}_k ‖^2_F ,

where N_{sam} is the number of the channel samples, G^{(n)}_k is the n-th channel sample of user k, Ĝ^{(n)}_k is the estimate of the G^{(n)}_k and ‖·‖_F is the F-norm. We set N_{sam} = 1000 in our simulations. Based on the received signal model (47), we compare EIGA with the following algorithms. GAMP: Generalized approximate message passing algorithm proposed in [31].

IGA: The original information geometry approach proposed in [17].

MMSE: The MMSE estimation of the beam domain channels based on (11a).

A. Complexity

The computational complexities of different algorithms are summarized in Table II, where C is given by (50). The actual computational complexity of different algorithms in our simulations are summarized in the Table III. We can find that the complexity of MMSE is the highest since a matrix-inversion is involved. On the other hand, owing to the utilization of the structure of A_p in (47) and FFT, the complexity of EIGA is the lowest among all the algorithms. Then, we combine the number of iterations to compare the overall computational complexities of EIGA. Taking the SNR = 10dB as an example, from Fig. 3, we can see that IGA and EIGA require about 200 and 300 iterations for convergence, respectively (GAMP requires around 600 iterations). In this case, the overall computational complexity of EIGA is saved by 275 times and 6.59 × 10^4 times compared to IGA and MMSE estimation, respectively.

TABLE II COMPLEXITIES OF ALGORITHMS

Algorithm Complexity MMSE O ( M^3_a + M^2_a N ) GAMP/IGA (per iteration) O (NM_a) EIGA (per iteration) O (C)

TABLE III ACTUAL COMPLEXITIES OF ALGORITHMS

Algorithm Complexity MMSE 6.46 × 10^{13} GAMP/IGA (per-iteration) 1.35 × 10^9 EIGA (per-iteration) 3.27 × 10^6

B. Performance

Fig. 1. NMSE performance of EIGA compared with GAMP, IGA and MMSE.

Fig. 1 shows the NMSE performance of EIGA channel estimation compared with GAMP, IGA and MMSE. The iteration numbers of EIGA and IGA are set as 200. The iteration number of GAMP is set as 200 and 1000. The damping factors of the iterative algorithms for different SNRs are summarized in Table IV. We can find that IGA with 200

TABLE IV DAMPING FACTORS

Algorithm SNR (dB) 0 5 10 15 20 25 GAMP 0.32 0.32 0.3 0.28 0.28 0.28 IGA 0.03 0.03 0.028 0.025 0.025 0.025 EIGA 0.22 0.22 0.21 0.2 0.2 0.2

iterations and GAMP with 1000 iterations can obtain almost the same NMSE performance as the MMSE estimation at all SNRs. The performance of EIGA can approach that of the MMSE estimation with a small gap. The NMSE performance gain of EIGA compared to GAMP with 200 iterations is about 1.3dB when SNR is 20dB.

Fig. 2 to Fig. 4 illustrate the convergence performance of EIGA compared with GAMP and IGA, where the SNR is

Fig. 2. Convergence performance of EIGA compared with GAMP and IGA at SNR = 0 dB.

Fig. 3. Convergence performance of EIGA compared with GAMP and IGA at SNR = 10 dB.

Fig. 4. Convergence performance of EIGA compared with GAMP and IGA at SNR = 20 dB.

set as 0dB, 10dB and 20dB, respectively. In the case with SNR = 0dB, EIGA and IGA require about 200 and 120 iterations, respectively, to converge and achieves the optimal solution as that by the MMSE estimation, while the GAMP needs around 300 iterations to converge. In the case with SNR = 10dB, EIGA requires about 300 iterations to converge, while IGA and GAMP converge in around 200 and 600 iterations, respectively. In the case with SNR = 20dB, EIGA converges in about 300 iterations, IGA requires about 200 iterations to converge, while GAMP takes more than 1000 iterations to converge. It can also be found that EIGA and IGA show similar convergence behavior, while the computational complexity of EIGA is much lower than that of IGA. Compared with GAMP, EIGA converges with a faster rate. The EIGA along with the original IGA are developed based on the structure of the a posteriori distribution p (h|y) within the framework of information geometry theory. As a result, we are able to resolve the statistical inference problem from an intrinsic and general standpoint. This might be a significant factor in the improved convergence behavior of EIGA for massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed the EIGA for channel estimation in massive MIMO-OFDM systems. The original IGA is first revisited. By using the constant magnitude property of the measurement matrix entries, we reveal that the FONPS of {p_n}^N_{n=1} on the AMs are asymptotically equal at the fixed point of IGA, and the SONPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} on the AMs are equal to each other at each iteration. Based on these results, we simplify its iteration by using the common NP to replace the original NPs of {p_n}^N_{n=1} on the AMs and propose the EIGA. In EIGA, the common NP is the only parameter involved for the iteration. A FFT-based fast implementation of EIGA is then provided. Next, we present the convergence analysis for EIGA, where we discuss the ranges of damping that can guarantee the convergence of EIGA in general case and massive MIMO-OFDM channel estimation. Compared to the general case, the range of damping in channel estimation is considerably wider. Furthermore, we show that at its fixed point, the a posteriori mean obtained by EIGA is asymptotically optimal. Simulation results verify that the proposed EIGA can obtain near optimal channel estimation performance with significantly reduced computational complexity compared with the existing algorithms.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Yang, Y. Chen, A.-A. Lu, W. Zhong, X. Gao, X. You, X.-G. Xia, and D. Slock, “Channel estimation for massive MIMO-OFDM: Simplified information geometry approach,” in 2023 IEEE 98th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC2023-Fall), Oct. 2023, pp. 1–6.

[2] E. Björnson, L. Van der Perre, S. Buzzi, and E. G. Larsson, “Massive MIMO in sub-6 GHz and mmwave: Physical, practical, and use-case differences,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 100–108, Apr. 2019.

[3] C.-X. Wang et al., “On the road to 6g: Visions, requirements, key technologies and testbeds,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., pp. 1–1, 2023.

[4] J. Dai, A. Liu, and V. K. N. Lau, “FDD massive MIMO channel estimation with arbitrary 2D-array geometry,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 66, no. 10, pp. 2584–2599, May 2018.

[5] A. Liu, L. Lian, V. K. N. Lau, and X. Yuan, “Downlink channel estimation in multiuser massive MIMO with hidden markovian sparsity,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 66, no. 18, pp. 4796–4810, Sep. 2018.

[6] C.-K. Wen, S. Jin, K.-K. Wong, J.-C. Chen, and P. Ting, “Channel estimation for massive MIMO using Gaussian-mixture bayesian learning,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 1356–1368, Mar. 2015.

[7] Z.-Q. He, X. Yuan, and L. Chen, “Super-resolution channel estimation for massive MIMO via clustered sparse bayesian learning,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 6, pp. 6156–6160, Jun. 2019.

[8] X. Liu, W. Wang, X. Song, X. Q. Gao, and G. Fettweis, “Sparse channel estimation via hierarchical hybrid message passing for massive mimoofdm systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 11, pp. 7118–7134, Nov 2021.

[9] C. R. Rao, “Information and the accuracy attainable in the estimation of statistical parameters,” in Breakthroughs in Statistics. Springer, 1992, pp. 235–247.

[10] N. N. Cencov, Statistical Decision Rules and Optimal Inference. American Mathematical Soc., 2000, no. 53.

[11] S. Amari and H. Nagaoka, Methods of Information Geometry. American Mathematical Soc., 2000, vol. 191.

[12] S. Ikeda, T. Tanaka, and S. Amari, “Stochastic reasoning, free energy, and information geometry,” Neural Computation, vol. 16, no. 9, pp. 1779–1810, Sep. 2004.

[13] J. Pearl, Probabilistic Reasoning in Intelligent Systems: Networks of Plausible Inference. San Mateo, CA: Morgan Kaufmann, 1988.

[14] A. L. Yuille and A. Rangarajan, “The concave-convex procedure,” Neural Computation, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 915–936, Apr. 2003.

[15] M. K. Transtrum, A. T. Sarić, and A. M. Stanković, “Information geometry approach to verification of dynamic models in power systems,” IEEE Trans. Power Syst., vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 440–450, Jan. 2018.

[16] Y.-Y. Dong, C.-X. Dong, W. Liu, M.-M. Liu, and Z.-Z. Tang, “Scaling transform based information geometry method for DOA estimation,” IEEE Trans. Aerosp. Electron. Syst., vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 3640–3650, Dec. 2019.

[17] J. Y. Yang, A.-A. Lu, Y. Chen, X. Q. Gao, X.-G. Xia, and D. T. M. Slock, “Channel estimation for massive MIMO: An information geometry approach,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 70, pp. 4820–4834, Oct. 2022.

[18] L. You, X. Q. Gao, A. L. Swindlehurst, and W. Zhong, “Channel acquisition for massive MIMO-OFDM with adjustable phase shift pilots,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 64, no. 6, pp. 1461–1476, Mar. 2016.

[19] A.-A. Lu, Y. Chen, and X. Gao, “2D beam domain statistical CSI estimation for massive MIMO uplink,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., pp. 1–1, 2023.

[20] A. Liu and V. K. N. Lau, “Two-stage subspace constrained precoding in massive MIMO cellular systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 6, pp. 3271–3279, Jun. 2015.

[21] Y. Zeng and X. Xu, “Toward environment-aware 6G communications via channel knowledge map,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 84–91, Jun. 2021.

[22] S. M. Kay, Fundamentals of Statistical Signal Processing. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1993.

[23] M. Al-Shoukairi, P. Schniter, and B. D. Rao, “A GAMP-based low complexity sparse Bayesian learning algorithm,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 66, no. 2, pp. 294–308, Jan. 2018.

[24] P. Schniter and S. Rangan, “Compressive phase retrieval via generalized approximate message passing,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 63, no. 4, pp. 1043–1055, Feb. 2015.

[25] E. Dahlman, S. Parkvall, and J. Skold, 4G: LTE/LTE-advanced for Mobile Broadband. Burlington, MA, USA: Academic, 2013.

[26] ——, 5G NR: The next generation wireless access technology. San Diego, CA, USA: Academic, 2020.

[27] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis. New York, NY, USA:

Cambridge Univ. press, 2012.

[28] S. Jaeckel, L. Raschkowski, K. Börner, and L. Thiele, “Quadriga: A 3-d multi-cell channel model with time evolution for enabling virtual field trials,” IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 3242–3256, 2014.

[29] S. Haghighatshoar and G. Caire, “Massive MIMO pilot decontamination and channel interpolation via wideband sparse channel estimation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 12, pp. 8316–8332, Dec. 2017.

[30] D. Shi, L. Song, W. Zhou, X. Gao, C.-X. Wang, and G. Ye Li, “Channel acquisition for HF skywave massive MIMO-OFDM communications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 4074–4089, Jun. 2023.

[31] S. Rangan, “Generalized approximate message passing for estimation with random linear mixing,” in IEEE ISIT, St. Petersburg, Russia, July 31 - August 5, 2011, pp. 2168–2172.

[32] G. A. Seber, A Matrix Handbook for Statisticians. Hoboken, NJ, USA:

Wiley, 2008.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We use induction. With the same initialization, ν_n (0) = ν_n′ (0) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N . Assume that at iteration t, we have ν_n (t) = ν_n′ (t). From (24b),

ν_{0n} (t)^{(a)}=diag { D^{−1} − [ Λ_n (t) − 1 β_n (t)

Λ^2_n (t) ]_{−1}} , (80a)

Λ_n (t) = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν_n (t)} )_{−1} , (80b)

β_n (t) = σ^2_z + γ^H_n Λ_n (t) γ_n^{(b)}= σ^2_z + tr {Λ_n (t)} , (80c)

where (a) and (b) come from that the magnitudes of the elements in A are 1. Λ_n (t) = Λ_n′ (t) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N , can be immediately obtained since ν_n (t) = ν_n′ (t). Then, β_n (t) = β_n′ (t), can be obtained. Hence, we have ν_{0n} (t) = ν_{0n}′ (t). From (30), ν_n (t + 1) , n ∈ Z^+_N , is calculated as

ν_n (t + 1)=d ∑ n^′≠n (ν_{0n}′ (t) − ν_n′ (t)) + (1 − d) ν_n (t) .

Since ν_{0n} (t) = ν_{0n}′ (t), ν_n (t) = ν_n′ (t) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N , we have ν_n (t + 1) = ν_n′ (t + 1) , n, n^′ ∈ Z^+_N .

Assume that we have ν_0 (t) , ν_n (t) < 0, n ∈ Z^+_N , at the iteration t. Then, from (80a), we can obtain

ν_{0n} (t) − ν_n (t)

=diag { D^{−1} − [ Λ_n (t) − 1 β_n (t)

Λ^2_n (t) ]_{−1}} − ν_n (t) (a) =diag { Λ^{−1}_n (t) − [ Λ_n (t) − 1 β_n (t)

Λ^2_n (t) ]_{−1}} (81)

=diag { − 1 β_n (t) ( I − 1 β_n (t)

Λ_n (t) )_{−1}} , n ∈ Z^+_N , where (a) comes from (80b). From (80b), we can obtain diag {Λ_n (t)} > 0 since D is positive definite diagonal and ν_n (t) < 0. From (80c), we then have β_n (t) > 0 and diag {Λ_n (t)} < β_n (t) since σ^2_z > 0. Thus, diag { I −^1_{βn(t)} Λ_n (t) } > 0 can be obtained. At last, we have ν_{0n} (t) − ν_n (t) < 0, n ∈ Z^+_N . From (30), ν_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , and ν_0 are updated as described below (80c) and

ν_0 (t + 1) = d N∑ n=1 (ν_{0n} (t) − ν_n (t)) + (1 − d) ν_0 (t) ,

respectively. Combining ν_{0n} (t) − ν_n (t) < 0, n ∈ Z^+_N , we have that ν_n (t + 1) < 0, n ∈ Z_N . From a similar process, it is not difficult to obtain that when ν_0 (0) , ν_n (0) ≤ 0, we have ν_0 (1) , ν_n (1) < 0. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF THEOREM 2 We first express θ^⋆_n, n ∈ Z^+_N , as

θ^⋆_n^{(a)}= 2 ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_n} + 1 σ^2_z γ_nγ^H_n ) μ^⋆_n − 2y_n σ^2_z γ_n (b) =2 ( D^{−1} − N − 1 N Diag {ν^⋆_0 } + 1 σ^2_z γ_nγ^H_n ) μ^⋆_0 − 2y_n σ^2_z γ_n =2 [ N − 1 N ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_0 } ) + 1 N D^{−1} + 1 σ^2_z γ_nγ^H_n ] μ^⋆_0 − 2y_n σ^2_z γ_n (c) = N − 1 N θ^⋆_0 + 2 ( 1 N D^{−1} + 1 σ^2_z γ_nγ^H_n ) μ^⋆_0 − 2y_n σ^2_z γ_n, (82)

where (a) comes from (21) and Sherman-Morrison formula, (b) comes from the two conditions in (33) and (c) comes from (20). Combining the expression of Σ_n in (21b) and Sherman- Morrison formula, we can obtain

Σ^{−1}_n (ϑ_n) = D^{−1} − Diag {ν_n} + 1 σ^2_z γ_nγ^H_n , n ∈ Z^+_N . (83)

From (21a), (a) can be obtained. Then, from (82), we have 1 NM N∑ n=1 ‖θ^⋆_n − N − 1 N θ^⋆_0 ‖^2_D (a) = 4 NM N∑ n=1 ‖ 1 N D^{−1}μ^⋆_0 + γ^H_n μ^⋆_0 − y_n σ^2_z γ_n‖^2_D (b) ≤ 8 NM N∑ n=1 ( ‖ 1 N D^{−1}μ^⋆_0‖^2_D + ‖ γ^H_n μ^⋆_0 − y_n σ^2_z γ_n‖^2_D ) (84) (c) = 8 N^2M

‖D^{−1}μ^⋆_0‖^2_D + 8 NM N∑ n=1 | | | γ^H_n μ^⋆_0 − y_n σ^2_z | | | 2 ‖γ_n‖^2_D (d) = 8 N^2M

‖D^{−1}μ^⋆_0‖^2_D +

8tr {D} NMσ^4_z ‖Aμ^⋆_0 − y‖^2,

where (a) and (c) come from the homogeneity of the norm [27, Definition 5.1.1], (b) comes from

‖a + b‖^2_D ≤ 2 ( ‖a‖^2_D + ‖b‖^2_D ) , and (d) comes from that A is of constant magnitude entries and (13). Define R_{yy} ≜ E { yy^H } = ADA^H + σ^2_z I ∈ C^{N×N} ,

where y is defined in (9). Then, R_{yy} is positive definite. From the push-through identity, we have μ̃ = DA^H R^{−1}_{yy} y, where μ̃ is given by (11a). Meanwhile, it is shown that at the fixed point of IGA, μ^⋆_0 is equal to the a posteriori mean μ̃ [17, Theorem 2]. Substituting μ^⋆_0 = μ̃ = DA^H R^{−1}_{yy} y into the last equation of (84), we can obtain E { ‖D^{−1}μ^⋆_0‖^2_D } = E { ‖A^H R^{−1}_{yy} y‖^2_D } =E { tr { R^{−1}_{yy} ADA^H R^{−1}_{yy} yy^H }} = tr { R^{−1}_{yy} ADA^H } (a) =tr { I − σ^2_z R^{−1}_{yy}

}^{(b)} ≤ N, (85) where (a) comes from the definition of R_{yy} and (b) comes from R_{yy} ⪰ σ^2_z I. Also, E { ‖Aμ^⋆_0 − y‖^2 } = σ^4_z E { ‖R^{−1}_{yy} y‖^2 } =σ^4_z tr { R^{−1}_{yy} } ≤ σ^2_z tr {I} = σ^2_z N. (86)

Substituting (85) and (86) into (84), we can obtain 0 ≤ 1 NM N∑ n=1 E { ‖θ^⋆_n − N − 1 N θ^⋆_0 ‖^2_D } ≤ 8 NM + 8tr {D} σ^2_z M . Since tr {D} and σ^2_z are bounded, (35) can be obtained. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX C CALCULATION OF ϑ (t + 1) Define ϑ_s (t) ≜ N∑ n=1 ϑ_{0n} (t) = f (θ_s (t) , ν_s (t)) .

From (36), we have (87) and

ν_s = N∑ n=1 ν (t)^{(c)}=Ndiag { D^{−1}− ( Λ(t)− 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2(t) )_{−1}} , (88) where J = ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1}

Λ (ν (t)) and β (ν (t)) are given by (36c) and (36d), respectively, (a) and (c) come from (36), and (b) comes from (13) and A^H = [γ_1, γ_2, · · · , γ_N ]. Then, from the update way of ϑ in the last equation of (38), we have

θ (t + 1) = d (N − 1) N θ_s (t) + (1 − dN) θ (t) , (89a)

ν (t + 1) = d (N − 1) N ν_s (t) + (1 − dN) ν (t) . (89b)

Substituting (87) and (88) into (89), we can obtain (90).

We now show that ν (t + 1) in (90b) can be re-expressed as that in (41a). From (90b), (91) on the next page is direct. Thus, g (ν (t)) can be expressed as (92) on the next page, where (a) comes from that (36c). We then show that when t = 0, the matrices that need to be inverted in (92) are intertible. From (36c) and ν (0) ≤ 0, we can obtain that Λ (ν (0)) is positive definite and hence invertible. From (36d), we have

β (ν (0)) > [Λ (ν (0))]_{i,i} > 0, i ∈ Z^+_M .

This implies that

β (ν (0)) I − Λ (ν (0))

is positive definite and hence invertible. Moreover, combining (91) and (92), we have g (ν (0)) < 0, and

ν (1) = dg (ν (0)) + (1 − d) ν (0) < 0

is finite. Following by that, assuming that at the t-th iteration, where t ≥ 1, we have ν (t) < 0 is finite, Λ (ν (t)) and

β (ν (t)) I − Λ (ν (t)) are positive definite and invertible. In the same way, it can be readily checked that ν (t + 1) < 0 is finite. Hence, we have Λ (ν (t + 1)) and

β (ν (t + 1)) I − Λ (ν (t))

are positive definite and invertible. By induction, we have shown that when t ≥ 1, we have ν (t) < 0 is finite, and for t ≥ 0, Λ (ν (t)) and

β (ν (t)) I − Λ (ν (t))

are positive definite and invertible.

We now show that θ (t + 1) in (90a) can be re-expressed as that in (42a). From (90a), we can obtain (94), where we omit some of the counter t at the right hand side of the equation for the notational convenience, and

T (ν) = ( I − 1 β (ν) Λ (ν) )_{−1} , (93)

where the matrix invertibility comes from (36c) and (36d) directly. Thus, we can obtain

B (ν) (95) = (N − 1) N T (ν) ( NI − 1 β (ν) A^H AΛ (ν) ) − (N − 1) I

= (N − 1) [ T (ν) N ( NI − A^H AΛ (ν) β (ν) ) − T (ν) T^{−1} (ν) ]

= (N − 1) β (ν) T (ν) ( I − 1 N A^H A ) Λ (ν) .

Also, it is not difficult to show that given a finite θ (0), θ (t) is finite at each iteration.

APPENDIX D PROOF OF LEMMA 2 From Appendix C, it can be checked that given ν ≤ 0, g̃ (ν) and g (ν) are well defined. Denote g_i (ν), ν_i, d_i and λ_i (ν) as the i-th components of g (ν), ν, the diagonals of D and Λ (ν), respectively, where i ∈ Z^+_M . Due to ν ≤ 0, we have

β (ν) = σ̃^2_z + M∑ i=1 λ_i (ν) >0, (96a)

λ_i (ν) = 1 d^{−1}_i − ν_i >0, (96b)

g_i(ν) = − N − 1 β(ν) − λ_i(ν) = − N − 1 σ̃^2_z + ∑ i^′≠i λi^′ (ν) < 0. (96c)

From (96c) and (41a), the two properties of g (ν) and g̃ (ν), i.e., the monotonicity and the scalability, are not difficult to see. We next show its boundedness.

From the definitions, we have lim ν_1 ,ν_2,...,ν_M →−∞ β (ν) = σ̃^2_z . (97a) θ_s (t) = N∑ n=1 θ_{0n} (t)^{(a)}= J ( 2 β (ν (t)) N∑ n=1 γ_ny_n − 1 β (ν (t)) N∑ n=1 γ_nγ^H_n Λ (ν (t)) θ (t) + Nθ (t) )

(b) =J ( 2 β (ν (t)) A^H y − 1 β (ν (t)) A^H AΛ (ν (t)) θ (t) + Nθ (t) ) = J ( 1 β (ν (t)) A^H (2y − AΛ (ν (t)) θ (t)) + Nθ (t) ) , (87)

θ (t + 1) = d (N − 1) N ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1} [ 1 β (ν (t)) A^H (2y − AΛ (ν (t)) θ (t)) + Nθ (t) ] +(1 − dN) θ (t) (90a)

ν (t + 1) = d (N − 1)diag { D^{−1} − ( Λ (ν (t)) − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2 (ν (t)) )_{−1}} + (1 − dN) ν (t) (90b)

ν (t + 1) = d (N − 1) ( diag { D^{−1} − ( Λ (ν (t)) − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2 (ν (t)) )_{−1}} − ν (t) )

dg(ν(t)) + (1 − d) ν (t) (91)

g (ν (t)) = (N − 1) diag { D^{−1} − ( Λ (ν (t)) − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2 (ν (t)) )_{−1}} − (N − 1) ν (t)

= (N − 1) diag { D^{−1} − Diag {ν (t)} − ( Λ (ν (t)) − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ^2 (ν (t)) )_{−1}}

(a) = (N − 1) diag { Λ^{−1} (ν (t)) − Λ^{−1} (ν (t)) ( I − 1 β (ν (t)) Λ (ν (t)) )_{−1}} = − (N − 1) diag { (β (ν (t)) I − Λ (ν (t)))^{−1} }

(92)

From the monotonicity of g (ν), we can obtain

g (ν) > lim ν_1 ,ν_2,...,ν_M →−∞ g (ν) = − N − 1 σ̃^2_z

1 = g̃_{min}. (98)

Thus, g̃_{min} < g (ν) < 0. Then, g̃_{min} < g̃ (ν) < 0 directly follows from the definition of g̃ (ν (t)) in (41a). This completes the proof.

APPENDIX E PROOF OF THEOREM 3 Consider ν (1) = g̃ (ν (0)). If ν (1) ≤ ν (0), by Lemma 2,

ν (2) = g̃ (ν (1)) ≤ g̃ (ν (0)) = ν (1) . (99)

Then, the sequence ν (t) is a decreasing sequence. By Lemma 2, this sequence is also bounded. Thus, it converges to a finite vector ν^⋆. Also, by Lemma 2, we have the result of Theorem 3. The case of ν (1) ≥ ν (0) can be similarly proved. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX F CALCULATION OF (53) From (41a) and ν^⋆ = g̃ (ν^⋆), we have ν^⋆ = g (ν^⋆).

Substituting ν^⋆ = g (ν^⋆) and ν (t) = ν^⋆ into the first equation of (92) in Appendix C, we can obtain (53).

APPENDIX G PROOF OF LEMMA 3 Define θ^⋆ as θ^⋆ ≜ ( I − B̃^⋆ )_{−1} b^⋆. (100)

Since ρ ( B̃⋆ ) < 1, 1 is not an eigenvalue of B̃^⋆ and I − B̃^⋆ is invertible. Thus, the above θ^⋆ exists

We next show that θ (t) converges to θ^⋆. Since ρ ( B̃⋆ ) < 1, there exists a matrix norm ‖·‖ such that [27, Lemma 5.6.10]

‖B̃^⋆‖ < 1. (101)

Then, let ‖·‖ be the vector norm that induces the matrix norm ‖·‖ [27, Definition 5.6.1]. Define the error between θ (t) and θ^⋆ as ε (t) ≜ ‖θ (t) − θ^⋆‖. (102) Then, we can obtain (103) on the next page. Define a sequence c (t) as c (t) ≜ ‖ ( B̃ (ν (t)) − B̃^⋆ ) θ^⋆_0 + b (ν (t)) − b^⋆‖. (104)

Since ν converges to ν^⋆, we have

lim_{t→∞} B̃ (ν (t)) = B̃^⋆, lim_{t→∞} b (ν (t)) = b^⋆, θ (t + 1) = d (N − 1) N T (ν) [ 1 β (ν) A^H (2y) − 1 β (ν) A^H AΛ (ν) θ (t) + Nθ (t) ] + (1 − dN) θ (t) = 2d (N − 1) β (ν) N T (ν) A^H y

b(ν) + [ d (N − 1) N T (ν) ( NI − 1 β (ν) A^H AΛ (ν) ) θ (t) − d (N − 1) θ (t) ]

dB(ν)θ(t) + (1 − d) θ (t) (94)

ε (t + 1) = ‖θ (t + 1) − θ^⋆‖ = ‖B̃ (ν (t)) θ (t) − B̃^⋆θ^⋆ + b (ν (t)) − b^⋆‖ = ‖B̃ (ν (t)) (θ (t) − θ^⋆) + ( B̃ (ν (t)) − B̃^⋆ ) θ^⋆ + b (ν (t)) − b^⋆‖

≤‖B̃ (ν (t)) (θ (t) − θ^⋆)‖ + ‖ ( B̃ (ν (t)) − B̃^⋆ ) θ^⋆ + b (ν (t)) − b^⋆‖ ≤‖B̃ (ν (t))‖ε (t) + ‖ ( B̃ (ν (t)) − B̃^⋆ ) θ^⋆ + b (ν (t)) − b^⋆‖

(103)

and thus, lim_{t→∞} c (t) = 0, (105)

lim_{t→∞}‖B̃ (ν (t))‖ = ‖B̃^⋆‖ < 1. (106) Let δ_1 ≜

1 − ‖B̃^⋆‖ 2 > 0, (107)

δ_2 ≜ ‖B̃^⋆‖ + δ_1 < 1. (108)

To show lim_{t→∞} ε (t) = 0,

we only need to show that ∀ϵ > 0, ∃ t_0, when t > t_0, we have ε (t) < ϵ. From (105) and (106), we can obtain that ∃ t_1 > 0, when t > t_1, we have c (t) < ϵ (1 − δ_2) 2 , ‖B̃ (ν (t))‖ ≤ δ_2.

Then, for t ≥ t_1, we have

ε (t + 1) ≤ δ_2ε (t) + ϵ (1 − δ_2) 2 , and hence for any positive integer Δt,

ε (t + Δt)

<δ^{Δt}_2 ε (t) + ( δ^{Δt−1} 2 + δ^{Δt−2}_2 + · · · + δ^0_2

) ϵ (1 − δ_2) 2 <δ^{Δt}_2 ε (t) + ϵ 2 . Since 0 < δ_2 < 1, we have lim Δt→∞ δ^{Δt}_2 = 0.

Let Δt such that δ^{Δt}_2 < ϵ 2ε (t_1) . Let t_0 = t_1 + Δt. Then, when t > t_0, we have

ε (t) = ε (t_0 + t − t_0) = ε (t_1 + Δt + t − t_0)

< δ^{Δt+t−t0} 2 ε (t_1) + ϵ 2 < δ^{Δt}_2 ε (t_1) + ϵ 2 < ϵ 2ε (t_1) ε (t_1) + ϵ 2 = ϵ. This proves

lim_{t→∞} ε (t) = 0.

Since all vector norms are equivalent, it implies that ‖θ (t) − θ^⋆‖_2 with the Euclidean norm also goes to zero as t → ∞. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.

APPENDIX H PROOF OF LEMMA 5

From (41a), we have

ν^⋆ = g (ν^⋆) = − (N − 1) diag { (β^⋆I − Λ^⋆)^{−1} } . (109)

From the definition of β^⋆ in (52) and Λ^⋆ in (51), we can readily show that β^⋆I−Λ^⋆ is invertible. Since we have proven that ν^⋆ < 0 in Theorem 3, from the definition of Λ^⋆ in (51), we can obtain

Λ^⋆ = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆} )_{−1} ≺ (−Diag {ν^⋆})^{−1} = 1 N − 1 (β^∗I − Λ^∗) .

(110)

From the definition, we can obtain Λ^⋆ is diagonal positive definite. Let λ^⋆_i = [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} , i ∈ Z^+_M . Hence, λ^⋆_i is an eigenvalue of Λ^⋆ and λ^⋆_i > 0, i ∈ Z^+_M . Then, from (110), we have λ^⋆_i − β^⋆ − λ^⋆_i N − 1 < 0, i ∈ Z^+_M , (111)

which implies that λ^⋆_i <^{β∗}_N , i ∈ Z^+_M . Hence, we have ρ (Λ^⋆) <^{β⋆}_N . This completes the proof.

APPENDIX I PROOF OF LEMMA 6 We first prove that the eigenvalues of B^⋆ are all real. Let Q ≜ ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆

)_{1/2} (

Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{1/2} ( NI − A^H A )

× ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆

)_{1/2} ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{1/2}

= K^{−1}B^⋆K ∼ B^⋆,

(112)

where K is the following diagonal positive definite matrix: K = ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{−1/2} ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ )_{1/2} . (113)

Thus, B^⋆ and Q have the same eigenvalues. From the definition, Q is Hermitian. Therefore, the eigenvalues of Q and B^⋆ are all real. Then, from (114) on the next page, we have Q_1, Q_2 are Hermitian, and hence [32, 6.70 (a), pp116]

λ_{max} (Q) ≤ λ_{max} (Q_1) + λ_{max} (Q_2) . (115)

Then, for Q_1, we can readily check that it is positive definite, and thus

λ_{max} (Q_1) = ρ (Q_1)^{(a)}≤ Nρ ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ ) ρ ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{(b)} < 1, (116) where (a) comes from [27, Exercise below Theorem 5.6.9] and (b) comes from (58) and (59). Define K_1 as

K_1 = ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆

)_{1/2} ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{1/2} . (117)

Then, we can obtain that −Q_2 = (AK_1)^H AK_1. Hence, Q_2 is negative semidefinite, and we have λ_{max} (Q_2) ≤ 0. Thus, we have λ_{max} (Q) < 1. (118)

Since B^⋆ ∼ Q, we have λ_{max} (B^⋆) < 1. Then, from (57), we have

ρ (B^⋆) < 1 × ρ ( NI − A^H A ) × 1 N = ρ ( NI − A^H A ) N . (119) Thus, we can obtain that − ρ ( NI − A^H A ) N < λ_{B,i} < 1. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX J PROOF OF THEOREM 5 We first give the range of ρ ( A^H A ) . To do so, we begin by giving the detailed expression for A. After vectorizing (8), we have y = Ãh̃ + z, (120)

where y, z ∈ C^{N×1} and h̃ ∈ C^{M̃ ×1} are the vectorizations of Y, Z and H, respectively,

Ã ≜ M^T ⊗ V ∈ C^{N×M̃} , (121)

N = N_rN_p and M̃ = KF_aF_τ N_rN_f . Define the number of non-zero components in ω ≜ vec {[Ω_1, Ω_2, · · · , Ω_K ]} as M ≜ ‖ω‖_0. Then, M is the actual number of variables to be estimated, i.e., the number of components in h̃ with nonzero variance. Denote the indexes of non-zero components in ω as P ≜ {p_1, p_2, . . . , p_M }, where 1 ≤ p_1 < p_2 < . . . < p_M ≤ M̃. We define an extraction matrix as E ≜ [e_{p1} , e_{p2} , · · · , e_{pM} ] ∈ C^{M̃ ×M} , where e_i ∈ C^{M̃ ×1}, i ∈ P is the i-th column of the M̃ dimensional identity matrix. Then, (120) can be rewritten as y = Ah + z, where

A = ÃE ∈ C^{N×M}

is the matrix of Ã after column extraction, h = E^T h̃ ∈ C^{M×1} is the vector of h̃ after variable extraction and D ≜ Diag { E^T ω } . From the definition, A^H A is positive semidefinite. The eigenvalues v_1 ≤ v_2 ≤ · · · ≤ v_M of A^H A are real and nonnegative. Thus, we can obtain v_M = ρ ( A^H A ) . Then, we have ρ ( A^H A ) = v_M ≤ M∑ m=1 v_m = tr { AA^H }

≤ M∑ m=1 v_M = Mρ ( A^H A ) . (122)

When |a_{i,j} | = 1, ∀i, j, we can obtain tr { AA^H } = ‖A‖^2_F = NM. (123)

Thus, we have ρ ( A^H A ) ≤ NM ≤ Mρ ( A^H A ) , which implies that N ≤ ρ ( A^H A ) ≤ NM. (124) Hence, we have 0 ≤ v_1 ≤ · · · ≤ v_M ≤ NM. The eigenvalues of NI − A^H A are v^′_m = N − v_m, m ∈ Z^+_M . Thus, we have N −NM ≤ v^′_m ≤ N, and |v^′_m| ≤ max {N, NM − N}. Since in this paper M > 1, we have ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ NM − N. If rank (A) = 1, then A can be decomposed as A = ab^H , where a ∈ C^{N×1} , b ∈ C^{M ×1} , and a and b are non-zero. Combining [32, 6.54 (c)], bb^H and b^H b are positive semidefinite, we can obtain that ρ ( A^H A ) = ρ ( ba^H ab^H ) = a^H aρ ( bb^H ) = a^H aρ ( b^H b ) = tr { A^H A } = NM. (125)

Then, we have ρ ( NI − A^H A ) = NM − N. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX K PROOF OF THEOREM 6

From the definition of A in (9), we have

A^H A = E^T ( Ã^HÃ ) E, which implies that A^H A is a principal submatrix of Ã^HÃ. Combining [27, Theorem 4.3.28] and the componentary transformation, we have λ_{max} ( A^H A ) ≤ λ_{max} ( Ã^HÃ ) , (126)

Q = N ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆ ) Λ^⋆ β^⋆ Q_1 + ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆

)_{1/2} ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{1/2} (

−A^H A ) ( I − 1 N D^{−1}Λ^⋆

)_{1/2} ( Λ^⋆ β^⋆ )_{1/2}

Q_2

(114)

which implies that ρ ( A^H A ) ≤ ρ ( ÃHÃ ) . From [32, 6.54

(c), pp 107], we can obtain ρ ( ÃHÃ ) = ρ ( ÃÃH ) . From the definition (121), we have

ÃÃ^H = (M^T ⊗ V) (M^T ⊗ V)^H = ( M^T M^∗ ) ⊗ (V_v ⊗ V_h) ( V^H_v ⊗ V^H_h ) = F_v F_hN_rK ⊗ I,

(127)

where K = ∑_K k=1 X_kFF^H X^H_k . Since K is Hermitian, we can decompose K as K = UΛ_K U^H , where U is unitary. Then, we can obtain

K ⊗ I = (U ⊗ I) (Λ_K ⊗ I) ( U^H ⊗ I ) = U^′Λ^′_K (U^′)^H , (128) where U^′ is unitary and Λ^′_K is diagonal. Since K ⊗ I is also Hermitian, we can obtain that

ρ (K ⊗ I) = ρ (K) .

Since X_k is unitary, we also have ρ ( X_kFF^H X^H_k ) = ρ ( FF^H ) , ∀k. Finally, we have ρ ( Ã^HÃ ) = ρ ( ÃÃ^H ) = F_v F_hN_rρ (K) (a) ≤ F_v F_hN_r K∑ k=1 ρ ( FF^H ) = KF_vF_hN_rρ ( FF^H ) , (129)

where (a) comes from [32, 6.70 (a), pp 116] and X_kFF^H X^H_k is positive semi-definite. Similarly, we can obtain ρ ( FF^H ) = ρ ( F^H F ) = ρ ( Ĩ^T_{Fτ Np×Fτ Nf} F^H_d F_dĨ_{Fτ Np×Fτ Nf} ) ≤ ρ ( F^H_d F_d ) = F_τ N_P , (130)

and hence, ρ ( A^H A ) ≤ KF_v F_hF_τ N_rN_p = KF_vF_hF_τ N. (131)

From a similar process in Appendix J, we can obtain ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ KF_v F_hF_τ N − N. (132) Substituting (132) into the right hand side of (62), we have 2 1 +^{ρ(NI−AH A)} N ≥ 2 KF_v F_hF_τ . (133)

In this case, if d <^2_{KFv FhFτ} , then EIGA converges. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX L PROOF OF THEOREM 7 From the definitions (48), it is not difficult to obtain that ρ ( A^H A ) ≤ ρ ( Ã^H_p Ã_p ) = ρ ( Ã_pÃ^H_p ) = F_v F_hF_τ N. (134)

Hence, we can obtain that ρ ( NI − A^H A ) ≤ (F_v F_hF_τ − 1) N. Similarly, substituting the above range into the right hand side of (62), we have 2 1 +^{ρ(NI−AH A)} N ≥ 2 F_v F_hF_τ . (135)

In this case, if d <^2_{Fv Fh Fτ} , then EIGA converges. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX M PROOF OF LEMMA 8 Given the fixed points ϑ^⋆_0 = f (θ^⋆_0 , ν^⋆_0 ), ϑ^⋆ = f (θ^⋆ν^⋆) and ϑ^⋆_{0n} = f (θ^⋆_{0n}, ν^⋆_{0n}) , n ∈ Z^+_N . From the definitions in (72), (20) and (21), we have

μ^⋆_0 = 1 2 Σ^⋆_0θ^⋆_0 , (136a)

Σ^⋆_0 = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_0 } )_{−1} , (136b)

μ^⋆_{0n} = 1 2 Σ^⋆_{0n}θ^⋆_{0n}, n ∈ Z^+_N , (136c)

Σ^⋆_{0n} = ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_{0n}} )_{−1} , n ∈ Z^+_N , (136d)

μ^⋆_n = Σ^⋆_n ( y_n σ̃^2_z γ_n + 1 2 θ^⋆ ) , n ∈ Z^+_N , (136e)

Σ^⋆_n^{(a)}= Λ^⋆ − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆γ_nγ^H_n Λ^⋆, n ∈ Z^+_N , (136f)

where (a) comes from that the magnitudes of the components in A are 1, and Λ^⋆ and β^⋆ are given by (76a) and (76b), respectively. Note that the noise variance σ^2_z is replaced with σ̃^2_z in (136e) since its input noise variance is σ̃^2_z . Then, we can obtain

diag {Σ^⋆_0} = diag {( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_0 } )_{−1}} (a) = diag {( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆_{0n}} )_{−1}} (b) = diag {Σ^⋆_{0n}}^{(c)}= diag {Σ^⋆_n} , n ∈ Z^+_N ,

(137)

where (a) comes from (71b), (b) comes from (136d), (c) comes from that p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_{0n}) is the m-projection of p_n (h; ϑ^⋆) and thus (25) holds. Then, we can obtain

μ^⋆_0^{(a)}= 1 2 Σ^⋆_0θ^⋆_0^{(b)}= 1 2N N∑ n=1 Σ^⋆_{0n}θ^⋆_{0n}^{(c)}= 1 N N∑ n=1 μ^⋆_{0n}^{(d)}= 1 N N∑ n=1 μ^⋆_n, (138) where (a) comes from (136a), (b) comes from (71a) and (137), (c) comes from (136c), and (d) comes from that p_0 (h; ϑ^⋆_{0n}) is the m-projection of p_n (h; ϑ^⋆) and thus (25) holds. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX N PROOF OF THEOREM 8 From Theorem 3 and (71b), we can obtain ν^⋆_0 < 0. From Lemma 8, we have

μ^⋆_0 = 1 N μ^⋆_n^{(a)}= 1 2N N∑ n=1 Σ^⋆_n ( θ^⋆ + 2y_n σ̃^2_z γ_n )

(b) = 1 2N N∑ n=1 Σ^⋆_n ( N − 1 N θ^⋆_0 + 2y_n σ̃^2_z γ_n ) (139) (c) = N − 1 N^2 N∑ n=1 Σ^⋆_n (Σ^⋆_0)^{−1} Q μ^⋆_0 + 1 Nσ̃^2_z N∑ n=1 Σ^⋆_nγ_ny_n q = Qμ^⋆_0 + q,

where (a) comes from (136e), (b) comes from the e-condition in (74), and (c) comes from (136a). Combining (136f), q can be expressed as q = 1 Nσ̃^2_z Λ^⋆ N∑ n=1 ( I − 1 β^⋆ γ_nγ^H_n Λ^⋆ ) γ_ny_n (d) = 1 Nσ̃^2_z Λ^⋆ ( A^H y − N∑ n=1 γ^H_n Λ^⋆γ_n β^⋆ γ_ny_n ) (140) (e) = 1 Nσ̃^2_z Λ^⋆ ( 1 − tr {Λ^⋆} β^⋆ ) A^H y^{(f)}= 1 Nβ^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H y,

where (d) comes from the definition of γ_n in (13), i.e., A^H = [γ_1, γ_2, · · · , γ_N ], (e) comes from that the magnitudes of the components in A are 1 and A^H = [γ_1, γ_2, · · · , γ_N ], and (f) comes from (76b). Meanwhile, Q can be expressed as Q = N − 1 N^2 N∑ n=1 ( I − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆γ_nγ^H_n ) Λ^⋆ (Σ^⋆_0)^{−1} (g) = N − 1 N^2 ( NI − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H A ) Λ^⋆ (Σ^⋆_0)^{−1} (h) = N − 1 N^2 ( NI − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H A ) Λ^⋆ (141) × { 1 N − 1 [ N ( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆} ) − D^{−1} ] }

(i) = 1 N^2 ( NI − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H A ) ( NI − Λ^⋆D^{−1} )

= I − 1 N Λ^⋆D^{−1} − 1 Nβ^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H A ( I − 1 N Λ^⋆D^{−1} ) , where (g) comes from A^H = [γ_1 γ_2 . . . γ_N ], (h) comes from (136b) and e-condition in (74), and (i) comes from (76a). Thus, we have

μ^⋆_0 = (I − Q)^{−1} q = ( 1 N Λ^⋆D^{−1} + 1 Nβ^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H A ( I − 1 N Λ^⋆D^{−1} ))_{−1}

× 1 Nβ^⋆ Λ^⋆A^H y = D [ A^H A ( D − 1 N Λ^⋆ ) + β^⋆I ]_{−1} A^H y. (142)

We then show that the matrix inversion above is valid. From (76a), we can obtain 0 < [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} < [D]_{i,i}, since we have ν^⋆ < 0. Then, we have K ≜ D −^1_N Λ^⋆ ≻ 0. From (76b), we have 0 < σ̃^2_z < β^⋆ < σ̃^2_z + tr {D} . (143)

Thus, we can obtain [ A^H A ( D − 1 N Λ^⋆ ) + β^⋆I ]_{−1} = K^{−1} ( A^H A + β^⋆K^{−1} )_{−1} . (144) Hence, the matrix above is invertible and (142) is valid. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX O PROOF OF LEMMA 9 f can be expressed as f = x − M∑ i=1 d_ix x + d_i (N − 1)

, (145)

where d_i = [D]_{i,i} > 0, i ∈ Z^+_M . Then, the derivative of f satisfies df dx = 1 − 1 N − 1 M∑ i=1 ( d_i d_i +^x_{N−1}

)_{2 (a)} > 1 − M N − 1 , (146)

where (a) comes from x > 0 and d_i > 0, i ∈ Z^+_M . If M < N (M and N are both integers), then f is a monotonically increasing function. From f (0) = 0, we can obtain f > 0 when x > 0. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX P PROOF OF THEOREM 9 We first derive the asymptotic value of [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} , i ∈ Z^+_M , and β^⋆ when N tends to infinity and M < N. 1 N Diag {ν^⋆_0 }^{(a)}= Diag {ν^⋆_0 − ν^⋆}^{(b)}= (Λ^⋆)^{−1} − (Σ^⋆_0)^{−1} (c) = (Λ^⋆)^{−1} − (I ⊙ Σ^⋆_n)^{−1 (d)}= (Λ^⋆)^{−1} − ( Λ^⋆ − 1 β^⋆ (Λ^⋆)^2 )_{−1}

= − 1 β^⋆ ( I − 1 β^⋆ Λ^⋆ )_{−1} , (147)

where (a) comes from the e-condition in (74), (b) comes from (136b) and (76a), (c) comes from diag {Σ^⋆_0} = diag {Σ^⋆_n} , n ∈ Z^+_N , in Lemma 8, and (d) comes from (136f), the magnitudes of the components in A are 1 and [32, Equation 11.42, pp 252]. We then show that when N tends to infinity, each diagonal component in Λ^⋆ tends to 0. Since we have ν^⋆ < 0, then, according to (76a) and (76b), we have diag {Λ^⋆} > 0 and diag {Λ^⋆} < β^⋆. Then, we can obtain 0 < [ I −^1_{β⋆} Λ^⋆ ] i,i < 1 and 1 < [( I −^1_{β⋆} Λ^⋆ )_{−1}] i,i , i ∈ Z^+_M . Combining (147), we have 1 N ν^⋆_0 < − 1 β^⋆ . (148)

Then, from the e-condition in (74), we have

ν^⋆ = N − 1 N ν^⋆_0 < − N − 1 β^⋆ < 0. (149)

Since D is positive definite diagonal, from (76a), we can obtain

0 < [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} < − 1 [ν^⋆]_i < β^⋆ N − 1 (a) < σ̃^2_z + tr {D} N − 1 , (150)

where i ∈ Z^+_M and (a) comes from (143). Thus, we obtain lim N→∞ [Λ]_{i,i} = 0.

We then show the asymptotic value of f (β^⋆). From (143), it is readily obtained that β^⋆ > 0, and thus, f (β^⋆) is valid. Then, we can obtain the following relationship − N − 1 (N − 2) β^⋆ 1^{(a)}< ν^⋆_0 N (b) = ν^⋆ N − 1 (c) < − 1 β^⋆ 1, (151)

where 1 is the all-one vector, (a) comes from 0 < β^⋆ in (143), the last equation in (147) and [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} < β^⋆/ (N − 1) in (150), (b) comes from the e-condition in (74), and (c) comes from −1/ [ν^⋆]_i < β^⋆/ (N − 1) in (150), 0 < β^⋆ and ν^⋆ < 0 in Theorem 8. Combining β^⋆ in (76) and the relationship in (151), we define three functions as

f_0 ≜ tr ( D^{−1} +

(N − 1)^2 (N − 2) β^⋆ I )_{−1} , (152a)

f_1 ≜ tr {Λ^⋆} = tr {( D^{−1} − Diag {ν^⋆} )_{−1}} , (152b)

f_2 (β^⋆) ≜ tr {( D^{−1} + N − 1 β^⋆ I )_{−1}} . (152c)

Write f_2 as the function of β^⋆ since we will use this form in the following. From (151), it is not difficult to show that f_0 < f_1 < f_2. Thus, we have 0 < f_2 − f_1 and f_0 − f_1 < 0. From (152a), we can obtain

f_0 = tr {( D^{−1} + N − 1 β^⋆ I + N − 1 (N − 2) β^⋆ I )_{−1}} (153) (a) > tr { L^{−1} − N − 1 (N − 2) β^⋆ L^{−2} }

(b) > f_2 − N − 1 (N − 2) β^⋆ tr {( N − 1 β^⋆ I )_{−2}}

= f_2 − Mβ^⋆ (N − 1) (N − 2) , where L = ( D^{−1} +^{N−1}_{β⋆} I ) , (a) comes from (a + b)^{−1} > a^{−1} − a^{−2}b with a, b > 0 and (b) comes from that D is positive definite. Then, we can obtain

f_2 − f_1^{(a)}< f_0 + Mβ^⋆ (N − 1) (N − 2)

− f_1^{(b)}< M ( σ̃^2_z + tr {D} ) (N − 1) (N − 2) , (154) where (a) comes from (153), and (b) comes from f_0 − f_1 < 0 and (143). From f_2 − f_1 > 0 and M < N, we have lim N→∞ (f_2 (β^⋆) − f_1) = 0. From (76b) and σ̃^2_z = f ( σ^2_z ) , we can immediately obtain lim N,M→∞ β^⋆ = lim N,M→∞ f ( σ^2_z ) + lim N,M→∞ f_2, (155)

and thus, lim N→∞ f (β^⋆) = lim_{N→∞} (β^⋆ − f_2) = lim_{N→∞} f ( σ^2_z ) . (156)

Combining Lemma 9, when M < N we can obtain lim N→∞ β^⋆ = σ^2_z . (157)

Combining (157), lim_{N→∞} [Λ^⋆]_{i,i} = 0, i ∈ Z^+_M , and μ^⋆_0 in Theorem 8, we have lim N→∞ μ^⋆_0 = D ( A^H AD + σ^2_z I )_{−1} A^H y = μ̃. (158)

From (77) and (152c), we have f (x) = x − f_2 (x), where x > 0. We show that when M is fixed, lim N→∞ f_2 (x) = 0, x > 0.

Denote d_i ≜ [D]_{i,i} > 0, i ∈ Z^+_M , d_{min} and d_{max} as the minimum and the maximum of {d_i}^M_{i=1}. We have

f_2 (x) = M∑ i=1 d_ix (N − 1) d_i + x . Treating f_2 as a function of {d_i}^M_{i=1}, we have ∂f_2 ∂d_i = (N − 1) d^2_i [x + (N − 1) d_i]^2

> 0, i ∈ Z^+_M . (159)

Thus, we can obtain f^{min}_2 < f_2 (x) < f^{max}_2 , where where

f^{min}_2 =

Md_{min}x (N − 1) d_{min} + x

, (160a)

f^{max}_2 =

Md_{max}x (N − 1) d_{max} + x

. (160b)

When M is fixed, d_{min} and d_{max} are also fixed, and thus we have lim_{N→∞} f_2 (x) = 0. Hence, we can obtain lim_{N→∞} f ( σ^2_z ) = σ^2_z . When σ̃^2_z = σ^2_z , from lim_{N→∞} (f_2 (β^⋆) − f_1) = 0 and (76b), we can readily obtain lim_{N→∞} β^⋆ = σ^2_z + lim_{N→∞} f_2 (β^⋆) = σ^2_z . Similar to the previous process, we can obtain lim_{N→∞} μ^⋆_0 = μ̃. This completes the proof.