arXiv:2404.06055v1 [stat.AP] 9 Apr 2024

Online/Offline Learning to Enable Robust Beamforming: Limited Feedback Meets Deep Generative Models

Ying Li, Zhidi Lin, Kai Li, and Michael Minyi Zhang

Abstract—Robust beamforming is a pivotal technique in massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems as it mitigates interference among user equipment (UE). One current risk-neutral approach to robust beamforming is the stochastic weighted minimum mean square error method (WMMSE). However, this method necessitates statistical channel information, which is typically inaccessible, particularly in fifth-generation new radio frequency division duplex cellular systems with limited feedback. To tackle this challenge, we propose a novel approach that leverages a channel variational auto-encoder (CVAE) to simulate channel behaviors using limited feedback, eliminating the need for specific distribution assumptions present in existing methods. To seamlessly integrate model learning into practical wireless communication systems, this paper introduces two learning strategies to prepare the CVAE model for practical deployment. Firstly, motivated by the digital twin technology, we advocate employing a high-performance channel simulator to generate training data, enabling pretraining of the proposed CVAE while ensuring non-disruption to the practical wireless communication system. Moreover, we present an alternative online method for CVAE learning, where online training data is sourced based on channel estimations using Type II codebook. Numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of these strategies, highlighting their exceptional performance in channel generation and robust beamforming applications.

Index Terms—Robust beamforming, meta-learning, variational auto-encoder, massive multiple-input multiple-output, multi-cell.

I. INTRODUCTION

T^{HE development of the fifth-generation (5G) cellular}

systems [1]–[3] and beyond, such as 6G [4]–[6], faces several challenges. These challenges include temporally and spatially varying wireless communication environments, limited availability of the radio frequency spectrum, and growing demand for higher network capacity, data rate, and quality of service. Recently, massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems [7]–[9] have been widely utilized in the telecommunication industry as one of the most crucial technologies solving these aforementioned pressing issues. Specifically, massive MIMO is a radio antenna technology that deploys many antennas at both base station (BS) and user equipment (UE). The key concept in massive MIMO is to

Ying Li and Michael Minyi Zhang are with the Department of Statistics and Actuarial Science, University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong, SAR, China (e-mail: lynnli98@connect.hku.hk; mzhang18@hku.hk).

Zhidi Lin and Kai Li are with the School of Science and Engineering, Chinese University of Hong Kong (Shenzhen), Shenzhen 518172, China, and also with Shenzhen Research Institute of Big Data, Shenzhen 518172, China (e-mail:zhidilin@link.cuhk.edu.cn; kaili4@link.cuhk.edu.cn).

apply spatial multiplexing and beamforming for transmitting independent and distinct directionally encoded data signals, known as “streams”, thus enabling the reuse of the same time and frequency resources.

Specifically, the beamforming technique [10], [11] precodes the signal, modifying its phase and amplitude in baseband processing before radio frequency (RF) transmission. This modification allows the signal to be focused on a specific direction rather than being broadcast over a wide area. As a result, the beamforming technique can mitigate interference from multiple UE (multi-UE) and significantly improve system capacity [11].

The efficacy of the beamforming technique hinges on the availability of precise channel state information (CSI) at the BS [12]. In time division duplex (TDD) systems, the BS and UE share the same frequency resource, which implies that CSI measurements at the downlink and the uplink channel are equally informative. Thus, it is convenient to use the uplink CSI as an approximation of the downlink CSI. However, this scheme is impossible in practical 5G new radio frequency division duplex (5G NR FDD) cellular systems due to the lack of the aforementioned channel reciprocity [13], [14].

To tackle this challenge, recent work has utilized a limited feedback scheme in practical 5G NR FDD cellular systems [15] . Specifically, a set of vectors (known as the codebook) is shared at both the BS and the UE for the purpose of CSI quantification.^1 In each time slot, the UE estimates the CSI and subsequently provides feedback to the BS in the form of a precoder matrix indicator (PMI) and a channel quality indicator (CQI). The PMI corresponds to the index of the vector closest to the CSI, while the CQI indicates the channel quality. Due to the existence of quantification errors and CSI estimation errors, the representation capability of feedback is rather limited. Therefore, it is crucial to develop an advanced beamforming technique that is robust to both CSI estimation and quantification errors.

A. Related Works

Most existing work on beamforming centers around the development of methods that rely on accurate CSI [19]. For example, the iterative weighted minimum mean square error (WMMSE) method [19] is widely employed as a benchmark

1In this paper, the Type I [15] and Type II [16] codebooks are employed, in accordance with the specifications outlined in the 5G NR standards [17], [18].

and serves as the foundation for robust beamforming approaches. Rather than requiring perfect and complete CSI, the stochastic WMMSE method introduced in [20] offers an alternative approach by relying on statistical channel knowledge (or knowledge of the channel statistical distribution). This method optimizes the average performance using the stochastic sequential upper-bound minimization (SSUM) framework [20]. However, this assumption is questionable: How can we obtain the statistical channel knowledge or corresponding channel samples with minimal feedback information (e.g., PMIs and CQIs) in practical 5G NR FDD systems?

Several attempts have been made to model the channel statistical distribution based on feedback. Specifically, [21]– [23] assume statistical independence across both UE and spatial dimensions and use a multivariate Gaussian distribution with a diagonal covariance matrix as the channel statistical distribution, with the mean estimated from the PMI. However, these assumptions are not always satisfied in practice [24]–[26]. A more realistic channel model [27] employs a jointly correlated Gaussian distribution to model the spatial correlations across the antennas. Nonetheless, the Gaussian assumption might still significantly deviate from practical channel measurements [24]. Instead of assuming the simplistic Gaussian model or other specific statistical parametric models [21]–[23], [27], this paper turns to deep generative models (DGMs) that have superior modeling capacity for complex distributions [28].

The most popular DGMs include variational auto-encoders (VAEs) [29]–[31], generative adversarial networks (GANs) [32], normalization flows [33], energy-based models [34], and diffusion models [35], to name a few. In our research context, our intent is to model the channel statistical distribution so that the generated channel vectors are pair-wise close to the ground-truth channel vectors in terms of cosine similarity [36]. However, incorporating this objective into the DGMs (like in the GANs framework) is not straightforward [32]. This paper centers its focus on VAEs [29], a fundamental framework that is comprised of two essential components: an encoder and a decoder. The encoder is responsible for mapping high-dimensional input data into a lower-dimensional latent space, capturing the underlying essential features and variations present in the data; on the other hand, the decoder faithfully reconstructs the data by projecting samples from the latent space back into the original high-dimensional space. VAEs have demonstrated remarkable generative capabilities in a diverse range of domains, including computer vision [37], natural language processing [38], and audio synthesis [39]. Subsequent sections of this paper will elucidate the incorporation of cosine similarity into the reconstruction aspect of VAE, accomplished through the implicit noise assumption.

B. Contributions

To approach the unknown ground-truth channel statistical distribution, this paper devises a VAE-based channel generating system, called channel VAE (CVAE). This system can mimic the channel generative behaviors of the practical wireless environment within the context of 5G NR FDD massive MIMO cellular systems using Type I codebook [15]. The major contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• In contrast to previous works that rely on a particular statistical distribution, we propose a system [21]–[23], [27], called CVAE, tailored for simulating the channel statistical distribution given the limited feedback without making specific assumptions about the distribution. However, it is crucial to note that this model necessitates training with data before its practical deployment. This raises the question that how to seamlessly integrate model learning into practical wireless communication environments. In this paper, we present two learning methods before the system deployment.

• For the first approach, we propose to train the CVAE system in an offline fashion using a high-performance channel simulator, e.g., QUAsi Deterministic RadIo channel GenerAtor (QuaDRiGa) [24]. This approach is inspired by the recent concept of a digital twin [40]. Specifically, we utilize the channel simulator to generate an extensive level of training data, closely mirroring authentic channel characteristics. Then, the data are used for fully training the CVAE model with substantial parameters. Notably, this process occurs prior to online deployment, guaranteeing no impact on the operation of practical systems.

• For the second approach, in case the high-performance channel simulator is unavailable, we propose a Type II codebook-assisted online learning scheme, in which Type II codebook-based channel estimates are used for training, and a separate CVAE is trained for each UE. The online learning scheme can be more adaptive to the fast-changing wireless environments and provide robust beamforming for each UE.

• The channel statistical distributions generated by those two approaches enable the practical implementation of the stochastic WMMSE technique in 5G NR FDD cellular systems. Our numerical results demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed CVAE and the associated learning methods in enhancing the performance of robust beamforming.

A portion of the research in this paper was previously presented in IEEE SPAWC 2021 [41]. However, this paper offers additional contributions and a more comprehensive presentation, encompassing a solution for the online scenario and supplementary simulation results not included in the conference version [41].

C. Paper Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the system model and the basic idea of the stochastic WMMSE algorithm are introduced. Section III presents existing solutions that rely on Type I codebook-based channel estimates. In Sections IV and V, the digital twin-inspired offline training scheme and Type II codebook-assisted online training scheme are introduced, respectively. Based on those approaches, numerical results and discussions are presented in Section VI. Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section VII.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND STOCHASTIC WMMSE This section presents the preliminary concepts essential to understanding this paper. Specifically, Section II-A introduces the system model, and Section II-B summarizes the basic idea of stochastic WMMSE [20]. Finally, the necessity of robust beamforming based on stochastic WMMSE is highlighted in Section II-C.

A. System Model

In the context of a single-cell multi-UE broadcast channel, it should be noted that the BS with N_A transmit antennas is capable of serving L single-antenna UEs. The i-th UE is denoted as UE i, and the downlink channel vector between the BS and UE i is denoted as h_i ∈ C^{NA} . We assume that the channel vector h_i remains invariant within one time slot but may change afterward. To simplify implementation, linear precoding is utilized to transmit streams {s_i ∈ C }^L_{i=1}, where streams are independent Gaussian random variables, and it holds that E[s_i s̄_i] = 1, ∀i [20]. Furthermore, at the BS, the transmitted signal x is x = L∑ i=1 v_is_i, (1)

where v_i ∈ C^{NA} represents the beamforming vector of UE i. Due to the power consumption restriction at the BS, the average transmission power is constrained by a budget of P , i.e., L∑ i=1 Tr ( v_iv^H_i ) ≤ P. (2) Transmitting through the channel, the received data at UE i is

y_i = h^H_i x + n_i = h^H_i v_is_i + ∑ i≠l h^H_i v_ls_l + n_i, ∀i, (3)

where h^H_i v_is_i and ∑ i≠l h H i v_ls_l are the desired signal of i-th UE and the multi-UE interference, respectively; n_i represents the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with distribution CN (0, σ^2_i ). Here σ_i serves as the hyperparameter representing uncertainty. We assume that the signals transmitted to various UEs are statistically independent [19]. Then, treating interference as noise, a linear detector u_i ∈ C is used at each UE i to estimate the data stream s_i, i.e.,

ŝ_i = ū_iy_i, ∀i. (4)

B. Stochastic WMMSE for Robust Beamforming

Assuming that the channel statistical distribution p(h), h ≜ {h_i}^L_{i=1} is accessible at the BS, the objective of robust beamforming, as discussed in [20], is to find optimal beamforming vectors that maximize the average sum-rate of all UEs, expressed mathematically as

max_v E_h [_L ∑ i=1 max_{ui} {R_i (u_i, v, h)} ] ,

s.t. L∑ i=1 Tr ( v_iv^H_i ) ≤ P. (5)

Here the instantaneous achievable rate R_i (u_i, v, h) of UE i is defined as

R_i (u_i, v, h) ≜ log det ( E^{−1}_i (u_i, v, h_i) ) , (6)

where E_i (u_i, v, h_i) ≜ ( 1 − ū_ih^H_i v_i ) ( 1 − ū_ih^H_i v_i )_H (7) + ∑ l≠i ū_ih^H_i v_lv^H_l h_iu_i + σ^2_i ū_iu_i

represents the mean square error (MSE) matrix [20].

It is evident that the optimal linear detector u_i, which maximizes the problem defined in (5), corresponds to the minimum MSE (MMSE) detector [19],

u^{MMSE} i = 1 J_i h^H_i v_i, (8)

where J_i ≜ ∑_L l=1 h^H_i v_lv^H_l h_i + σ^2_i .

To solve the optimization problem formulated in (5), a conventional and effective method employed is the sample average approximation (SAA) technique. More specifically, during iteration r of this method, a new realization of the channel vector h^r ≜ {h^r_i }^L_{i=1} is acquired, and the beamforming vectors are updated by solving

min_v 1 r r∑ k=1 g(v, h^k),

s.t. L∑ i=1 Tr ( v_iv^H_i ) ≤ P. (9)

where g(v, h^k) = ∑_L i=1 −R_i ( u^{MMSE} i , v, h^k ) . Nonetheless, a significant drawback associated with the SAA method lies in the complexity of each of its steps. In general, solving (9) is challenging due to the non-convex nature of the objective function,^1_r ∑_r k=1 g(v, h^k). To address this challenge, the SSUM framework proposed in [20], offers a solution. Instead of directly optimizing the non-convex objective function 1 r ∑_r k=1 g(v, h^k), SSUM minimizes a locally tight convex upper bound of this function.

To determine this locally tight convex upper bound, a set of auxiliary variables p ≜ (w, z) = ({w_i}^L_{i=1}, {z_i}^L_{i=1}) is firstly defined [20], where w_i ∈ C and z_i ∈ C^{NA} . Then, for some fixed ρ > 0, we let R̂_i ( w_i, z_i, v, h^k ) ≜ − log det (w_i) + Tr ( w_iE_i ( u^{MMSE} i , v, h^k )) + ρ ‖v_i − z_i‖^2 − d_i, (10)

and define G(v, p, h^k) ≜ L∑ i=1 R̂_i ( w_i, z_i, v, h^k ) . (11)

It can be shown that the constructed function, G(v, p, h^k), is as a locally tight convex upper bound of the function, g(v, h^k), as discussed in [20]. Subsequently, at each iteration r, SSUM comprises two alternating steps. The first step involves finding the optimal p^r by solving

p^r ≜ arg min_p G ( v^{r−1}, p, h^r ) . (12)

This step aims to derive a locally tight convex upper bound for the function g(v, h^r) at v^{r−1}, where v^{r−1} represents beamforming vectors at the (r − 1)-th iteration. Upon scrutinizing the first-order optimality condition of (12), it becomes apparent that updates for the variable p^r = (w, z) can be obtained analytically. The other step involves updating the beamforming vectors by replacing the non-convex function g(v, h^k), ∀k ∈ 1, ..., r in (9) with its locally tight convex upper bound, which can be mathematically expressed as:

v^r = arg min_v 1 r r∑ k=1 G ( v, p^k, h^k )

s.t. L∑ i=1 Tr ( v_iv^H_i ) ≤ P. (13)

Utilizing the Lagrange function for the problem (13), the firstorder optimality condition with respect to each v_i provides a closed-form solution with a Lagrangian multiplier, which can be determined through a one-dimensional search [19].

C. The Necessity of Robust Beamforming

Practical communication systems are prone to various errors, such as channel estimation and quantization errors, among others. Consequently, the CSI received at the BS may not match the true CSI. Therefore, instead of assuming the exact CSI, it is beneficial to consider the corresponding channel statistical distribution, as it enables fault tolerance and improves robustness [20].

To illustrate the superior performance of stochastic WMMSE [20] in robust beamforming, we provide an example using statistical channel knowledge. We generate 100 channel samples for 4 UEs using QuaDRiGa [24] and create a complex Gaussian distribution for each of these samples. This distribution, denoted as p(h), has the true channel vector as its mean and an identity matrix scaled by the variance of noise as its covariance matrix.

We draw 100 channel samples from this distribution and calculate the associated sample mean h̃. These 100 samples are used as input for stochastic WMMSE, while the mean h̃ serves as input for the conventional WMMSE. Fig. 1 presents a comparison of the performance of two algorithms in terms of the sum-rate (defined in (5)) as the number of channel samples varies. The data presented is an average of 100 Monte- Carlo trials, each using a ground-truth channel sample. It is evident that the stochastic WMMSE algorithm outperforms the conventional WMMSE, surpassing it after processing only 17 samples.

However, the promise offered by the stochastic WMMSE algorithm heavily relies on channel samples from the channel statistical distribution p(h), which is challenging to acquire in practice. Therefore, to enable the practical use of stochastic WMMSE, a natural question arises: In practical 5G NR FDD cellular systems, how can we obtain channel samples from their channel statistical distribution?

Fig. 1. The sum-rates from stochastic WMMSE and WMMSE versus the number of channel samples.

III. EXISTING SOLUTIONS: ESTIMATING CHANNELS FROM LIMITED FEEDBACK Before presenting our channel sample acquisition solutions, we will first review existing methods for channel estimation in practical 5G NR FDD cellular systems with limited feedback. The principle of the existing solutions is to estimate channel vectors through a Type I codebook-based feedback. Specifically, a codebook A = {a_m ∈ C^{NP} , m = 1, . . . , M}, such as Type I codebook [15], is shared by the BS and all UEs. Here, N_P represents the number of ports. In each communication round, the dimension of the pilot signal r is first enlarged by the virtual antenna matrix Q ∈ C^{NA ×NP} (also known as the pilot weighting matrix [42]), i.e., Qr ∈ C^{NA} , before being transmitted to each UE over downlink channels.

As a result, the data received at each UE is expressed as

y_i = h^H_i Qr + z_i, ∀i, (14)

where z_i ∼ CN (0, σ_i) represents the AWGN. Since the virtual antenna matrix is known, the effective channel covariance matrix can be calculated at the UE: R_i ≜ E [ Q^H h_ih^H_i Q ] = Q^H C_iQ, (15)

where C_i ≜ E [ h_ih^H_i ] . Using the effective channel covariance matrix R_i, the PMI

m_i = arg max m=1,...,M a^H_mR_ia_m (16)

and CQI

η_i = max m=1,...,M a^H_mR_ia_m (17)

are calculated and then fed back to the BS.

Once PMIs {m_i}^L_{i=1} have been transmitted by all UEs, the vector ĥ_i ≜ Qa_{mi} , ∀i ∈ 1, ..., L, is regarded as the downlink channel estimate [21], [27] at the BS. These estimations can be utilized to construct an empirical distribution of CSI, denoted as { ĥ_i }_L i=1 , i.e., p(h | m) = 1 L L∑ i=1 (δ_{ĥi} + n_i), where δ_{ĥi} = { 1 if h = h_i 0 otherwise , (18)

Fig. 2. The proposed digital twin-inspired offline learning scheme. The digital twin system, which is based on the QuaDRiGa channel simulator and the 5G NR standards, is used to simulate practical FDD cellular systems and generate data for training a deep generative model. In this paper, a CVAE is trained offline, and subsequently, the decoder of the CVAE can be utilized in a practical system to enable the robust beamforming based on stochastic WMMSE.

which can be employed as the input of the stochastic WMMSE algorithm. Recall that, n_i represents the AWGN with distribution CN (0, σ^2_i ).

The current Type I codebook-based approach is simple but exhibits limited beamforming performance. This limitation arises from the use of a limited number of Type I code-vectors [15] for communication efficiency. As a result, it leads to coarse channel estimations {ĥ_i}^L_{i=1}. Therefore, it is essential to develop advanced techniques capable of generating accurate channel samples from limited feedback information, such as PMIs and CQIs. In this paper, we illustrate how this objective can be accomplished through the proposed CVAE, which can operate in offline or online modes for various purposes. Further details on these two proposed schemes are provided in the subsequent sections.

IV. DIGITAL TWIN-INSPIRED OFFLINE LEARNING SCHEME

The development of wireless communication simulation technologies has made it feasible to create a reliable channel simulator tailored to specific wireless communication scenarios [24]–[26] . Such a simulator has the capability to produce channel samples that closely match the statistical characteristics observed in practical measurements. One recent example is the emergence of the digital twin paradigm [40]. Leveraging the channel simulator, we can offline train a deep generative model, specifically, the CVAE proposed in this paper, to model the channel statistical distribution. The benefit of offline training is that the most computationally demanding training process can be decoupled from the online 5G wireless systems. In other words, we can train a CVAE with huge parameters sufficiently before its online deployment, thus not affecting the operation of practical systems. However, the performance of such a scheme highly relies on the reliability of the adopted channel simulators. In this section, we introduce the design of a digital twin-inspired offline training scheme using the QuaDRiGa channel simulator [24]. We also outline the principle of the proposed CVAE and provide a detailed introduction of its structure.

A. Digital Twin-Inspired Offline Learning Scheme Before delving into the specifics of the CVAE, we first provide an overview of the proposed CVAE-based offline training method. The main idea of the proposed method is depicted in Fig. 2 and summarized as follows: Based on the QuaDRiGa channel simulator, we first build a rudimentary “digital twin” system that can generate the discrete PMI feedback {m_n}^N_{n=1}, continuous CQI feedback {η_n}^N_{n=1} and channel vectors {h_n}^N_{n=1}. Particularly, QuaDRiGa is employed to generate channel vectors {h_n}^N_{n=1}, which can be viewed as practical channel measurements. In addition, following 5G NR standards, the process of feeding PMIs {m_n}^N_{n=1} and CQIs {η_n}^N_{n=1} back in practical 5G NR FDD cellular systems is simulated. Consequently, a large amount of channel vectors h_n, the associated PMIs, and CQIs can be generated via the digital twin system.

Given the data, {m_n, h_n, η_n}^N_{n=1} (N can be quite large), we can learn a probabilistic mapping p(h | m, η). Note that the coarse channel estimate ĥ_n is a sufficient statistic of the feedback m_n, thus the probabilistic mapping p(h | ĥ, η) is equivalent to p(h | m, η). In this paper, we focus on learning the probabilistic mapping p(h | ĥ, η) with the CVAE, which is introduced in the following subsection. After the training, as illustrated in Fig. 2, the decoder of the CVAE will be deployed in practical 5G systems. Taking the PMI and CQI as input, a coarse channel estimator will first output the coarse channel estimate. Then, taking the coarse channel estimate as input, the well-trained decoder can output refined channel samples/estimates, which further serve as the input of the stochastic WMMSE algorithm for robust beamforming.

B. Channel VAE (CVAE) for Channel Statistical Distribution Modeling

This section introduces the proposed CVAE tailored for simulating the channel statistical distribution. The primary goal of this CVAE is to learn the underlying probabilistic mapping^2, denoted as p_D(h | ĥ, η). Note that this probabilistic mapping could be intuitively seen as trying to refine coarse channel estimations. Consequently, we expect that the channel estimation generated from the underlying probabilistic mapping will be closer to actual ground-truth channel vectors compared to coarse channel estimations. However, in practice, this underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η) is unattainable, only samples from it can be obtained. Therefore, instead of directly learning the underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η), we construct a parametric probabilistic mapping p_θ(h | ĥ, η), parameterized by θ. We anticipate that this parametric probabilistic mapping p_θ(h | ĥ, η) could approach the underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η) in terms of KL divergence, mathematically,

min_θ D_{KL} ( p_D(h | ĥ, η)‖p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ) . (19)

Due to the inaccessibility of the underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η), an alternative objective function is given in Identity 1.

Identity 1.

min_θ D_{KL} ( p_D(h | ĥ, η)‖p_θ(h | ĥ, η) )

= max_θ E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ] . (20)

Proof. The KL divergence between the underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η) and the parametric probabilistic mapping p_θ(h | ĥ, η) can be expanded as D_{KL}(p_D(h | ĥ, η)‖p_θ(h | ĥ, η)) (21) = −E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ]

+ E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_D(h | ĥ, η) ] . (22)

2Without further specification, hereafter, we will use p_D(h|ĥ, η) to represent the previous p(h|ĥ, η) to avoid any potential confusion with the parametric probability mapping p_θ(h|ĥ, η) constructed later.

Here, the second term on the right-hand side (RHS) is irrelevant to θ, which leads to

min_θ D_{KL} ( p_D(h | ĥ, η)‖p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ) (23) = max_θ E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ] .

Then, the optimization problem in (19) could be transferred into max_θ E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ] . (24)

In the context of VAEs [29], the latent variable z is introduced to capture the essential characteristics of channel vectors and could assist in modeling the desired probabilistic mapping p_θ(h | ĥ, η). With the latent variable z, the optimization problem in (24) can be rewritten as max_θ E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log ∫ p_θ(h | ĥ, η, z)p(z)dz ] , (25)

where the prior distribution of the latent variable, denoted as p(z), is typically assumed to be the standard Gaussian distribution. Therefore, it is necessary to learn the probabilistic mapping from the latent variable z to the channel vector h, given the coarse channel estimation ĥ and CQI η, i.e., p_θ(h | ĥ, z, η), also known as the decoder in the VAE literature. Specifically, the decoder is modeled as p_θ(h | ĥ, z, η) = N (f_θ(ĥ, z, η), σ^2I), (26) where σ^2 denotes the variance, which is a hyperparameter and the mean function, f_θ(·), is modeled by a neural network. Even though the decoder has an explicit form, it is still challenging to maximize the objective function in (25) with respect to θ, due to the intractable integration. To resolve this circumstance, an approximated posterior distribution q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η), parameterized by ϕ is introduced, which is also known as the encoder. The encoder q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η) is assumed to follow a Gaussian distribution, with the mean μ_ϕ and the covariance Σ_ϕ parameterized by neural networks with parameters represented as ϕ [29], i.e.,

q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η) = N (μ_ϕ, Σ_ϕ), (27)

With the introduced encoder, the objective function in (25) can be decomposed into two terms: E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, η) ] (28)

= log D_{KL} ( q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η)||p_θ(z | h, ĥ, η) )

+ log ∫ q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η) log p_θ(h, z | ĥ, η) q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η) L(q) dz. (29)

The first RHS term is the KL divergence between the approximated posterior distribution q_ϕ(z | h, ĥ, η) and the ground-truth posterior distribution p_θ(z | h, ĥ, η). Since this KL divergence is non-negative, the second RHS term L(q), known as evidence lower bound (ELBO), is a lower bound

Fig. 3. The architecture of the proposed CVAE. Solid lines represent forward flow, and dashed lines represent backward flow.

on objective functions given in (24) and (25), which can be written as L(q) = E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ −D_{KL} ( q_ϕ(z | ĥ, h, η)||p(z) )] L_{KL} + E_{pD (h|ĥ,η)} [ E_{qϕ (z|ĥ,h,η)} [ log p_θ(h | ĥ, z, η) ]] L_{recon} . (30)

Note that ELBO serves as a lower bound for the objective function defined in (24). Consequently, maximizing ELBO corresponds to maximizing the objective function in (24). It is worth recalling that maximizing this objective function is equivalent to minimizing the KL divergence between the underlying probabilistic mapping p_D(h | ĥ, η) and the parametric probabilistic mapping p_θ(h | ĥ, η). So, essentially, maximizing ELBO can also be interpreted as an effort to refine coarse channel estimations. This refinement aims to make channel estimations generated by the decoder approach to ground-truth channel vectors more closely than coarse channel estimations.

The term inside the expectation of the reconstruction loss L_{recon} measures the accuracy of channel refinement and is defined as: |h^H h^{cvae}| ‖h‖‖h^{cvae}‖ , (31)

which represents the cosine similarity between the groundtruth channel vector h and the output of the decoder h^{cvae}.

Fig. 4. The architecture of the CVAE for the offline scheme consists of: 1. An encoder structure constructed with three so-called FBR units (each FBR unit is composed of a fully connected (FC) layer, a batch normalization (BN) layer, and a ReLU activation function), along with 2 FC layers. 2. A decoder structure with 6 series of residual blocks, 5 FBR units, and an output layer composed of an FC layer and a BN layer.

C. Architecture of the Proposed CVAE

The architecture of the proposed CVAE is explicitly depicted in Fig. 3. Initially, a coarse channel estimator acts as a pre-processing module to transform the discrete input m into a coarse channel estimate ĥ ≜ Qa_m, which is then utilized as the input for both the encoder module and the decoder module. As presented on the RHS of Fig. 3, with the help of the latent variable z sampled from its prior distribution p(z), it is expected to learn a decoder that can map the concatenation of the coarse channel estimate ĥ and the CQI η to a refined channel estimate h^{cvae}. To achieve this goal, the CVAE is trained as illustrated on the left-hand side (LHS) of Fig. 3. It consists of an encoder p_ϕ(z | ĥ, h, η) parameterized by ϕ, and a decoder p_θ(h | ĥ, z, η) parameterized by θ. Given a set of training data, the encoder takes the concatenation of h, ĥ and the CQI η as its input and then outputs a low-dimensional latent variable z, aiming at distilling the information inside the input pair {h, ĥ, η}. Then this latent variable z serves as the input for the decoder to aid the refinement of the coarse channel estimate. The training process is also displayed in Fig. 3, where solid lines indicate the forward flow, and dash lines represent the backward flow. By minimizing the loss function, in (30), the decoder and the encoder are alternatively trained using the backpropagation algorithm [29], [31].

D. Neural Network Design

The neural network utilized in the digital twin-inspired offline learning scheme is presented in Fig. 4 and consists of two essential modules: an encoder and a decoder. The encoder consists of four FBR units followed by two FC layers. Each FBR unit comprises a fully connected (FC) layer, a batch normalization (BN) layer [28], and a ReLU activation function [28]. On the other hand, the decoder is composed of six series of residual blocks [43], five FBR units, and an output layer constructed with an FC layer and a BN layer. Each residual block is built with one FBR unit, one FC layer, and one BN layer. The dimensionality of the latent variable z is fixed at 2.

V. TYPE II CODEBOOK-ASSISTED ONLINE LEARNING SCHEME As discussed in the previous section, the performance of the digital twin-inspired offline learning scheme depends heavily on the reliability of the adopted channel simulator. If

Fig. 5. The proposed Type II codebook-assisted online learning scheme. For each UE, a CVAE is trained continuously based on the feedback based on Type I and Type II codebook. Then, the decoder is deployed to refine coarse channel estimates based on Type I codebook, which further to enable the robust beamforming based on the stochastic WMMSE algorithm. Note that bold arrows represent the training process, and bold dotted arrows represent the inference process.

channel samples generated by the channel simulator exhibit errors when compared to practical measurements, the learned CVAE may demonstrate poorer generalization performance. To circumvent such a drawback, we propose a Type II codebookassisted online learning scheme. Particularly, 5G NR standards introduce Type II codebook [16], which results in channel estimations { h^{Type II} n ≜ Qa^{Type II}_{mn} }_N n=1 that are closer to practical channel measurements {h_n}^N_{n=1} than channel estimations based on Type I codebook. However, due to the higher overhead, Type II codebook is not as widely used as Type I codebook in practical wireless systems. However, it can provide accurate estimates of practical channel vectors in the initial communication rounds. This capability enables us to perform online training for the CVAE for each UE, as explained in the following subsections.

A. Type II Codebook-Assisted Online Learning Scheme

The process of the Type II codebook-assisted online learning scheme is depicted in Fig. 5. To balance the trade-off between transmission overhead and estimation accuracy, we assume that both Type II codebook-based feedback and Type I codebook-based feedback can be acquired in the initial communication rounds. After a certain number of communication rounds, the training data set { m_n, h^{Type II}_n , η_n }_N n=1 can be constructed at the BS. Since channel vectors may vary significantly among different UEs, we individually train a CVAE for each UE using the partitioned training data set { m_n, h^{Type II}_n , η_n }_{Nl} n=1, where N_l represents the number of channel vectors for UE l. During the inference phase, as illustrated in Fig. 5, the decoder is deployed. Using PMI m_l and CQI η_l as inputs, the coarse channel estimator transforms them into the coarse channel estimate ĥ_l. Subsequently, with coarse channel estimates as inputs, the decoder for UE l separately

Fig. 6. The architecture of the CVAE for the online scheme consists of an encoder structure constructed with four FBR units and two FC layers, and a decoder structure comprising 5 series FBR units and an output layer composed of an FC layer and a BN layer.

outputs the refined channel samples/estimates, enabling the use of the stochastic WMMSE algorithm for robust beamforming.

Note that in the online learning scheme, Type II codebookbased channel estimates {h^{Type II}_n } are served for the training purpose, and a CVAE is trained for each UE separately. Therefore, it is expected that the online learning scheme is more adaptable to the fast-changing wireless environments and provides tailed robust beamforming for each UE. Remark. Importantly, in the context of two proposed approaches, namely the online/offline scheme, a trade-off exists between simulation errors and channel estimation errors. Simulation errors arise from errors between the channel simulator and the practical wireless environment, while Type II feedback-based channel estimations lead to channel estimation errors. In the digital twin-inspired offline learning approach, simulation errors are prevalent, and the channel estimation error is non-existent, as it treats the simulated channel as true channel vectors. In contrast, in the Type II codebook-assisted online learning scheme, even with high resolution, channel estimations using Type II codebook deviates from practical channel measurements, degrading performance. Furthermore, the training data for the Type II codebook-assisted online scheme is collected in a practical communication environment, resulting in zero simulation error. Thus, the superiority of one

Fig. 7. (Left) The cumulative distribution function of generated channel vectors of the offline scheme and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} versus the principal angle. (Right) The sum-rates from different robust beamforming schemes versus the number of channel samples.

Fig. 8. (Left) The cumulative distribution function of generated channel vectors of the online scheme and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} versus the principal angle. (Right) The sum-rates from different robust beamforming schemes versus the number of channel samples.

method over the other hinges on which type of error exerts a more substantial impact. If simulation errors have more significant consequences, the online method is expected to yield superior results, whereas the reverse is true if the other type of error carries more weight. To determine the magnitude of these impacts, we will conduct numerical simulations in the following section.

B. Neural Network Design

Due to the higher correlation among channel vectors of a specific UE, the results in the training process imply that a simple network leads to better performance. The neural network we proposed in this paper for the online scheme is shown in Fig. 6 and is divided into two parts: the encoder and the decoder. The encoder part consists of four FBR units and 2 FC layers. The decoder part consists of 5 series FBR units and an output layer, which is composed of an FC layer and a BN layer. The dimension of the latent variable z is 2.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS Section VI-A provides an overview of the simulation setup.

Section VI-B introduces performance measures and benchmarks utilized in this paper. Finally, simulation results and corresponding discussions are presented in Section VI-C.

A. Simulation Setup

Consider a BS with N_A = 32 antennas and N_P = 8 ports. Channel vectors were obtained by QuaDRiGa, where the speed of each UE is 30 km/h and the sample interval is 5 ms. Channel vectors of 10 UEs are generated with a single subcarrier and

10000 time sampling points. Training sets and test sets contain N_{train} = 90000, and N_{test} = 10000 channel vectors (including all UEs), respectively. Type I codebook [15] and Type II codebook [16] are adopted and PMIs and CQIs are acquired following 5G NR standards [1], [2]. In summary, the training data set for the online scheme is D^{online}_{train} ≜ {h^{Type II}_n , m_n, η_n}^{Ntrain}_{n=1} , that for the offline scheme is D^{offline}_{train} ≜ {h_n, m_n, η}^{Ntrain}_{n=1} , and the test data set for the online scheme and the offline scheme is D_{test} ≜ {h_n, h^{Type II}_n , m_n, η_n}^{Ntest}_{n=1}. For all experiments, we use the Adam optimizer [44] for training with a learning rate 0.001 and rescale it with 0.1 at epoch 3, 7. The training epoch is 10 with batch size 64.

B. Performance Measure and Benchmarks

To assess the beamforming performance, we employ two measures: the sum-rate (defined in the objective of (5)) and the principal angle. Here the principal angle, defined as

arcos ( |h^Hĥ| ‖h‖‖ĥ‖ ) , (32)

serves as a similarity metric between the estimated channel vector ĥ and the ground-truth channel vector h. To establish a performance baseline, we compare our proposed methods against the extended zero-forcing (EZF) [45] and WMMSE [19] algorithms by reporting their corresponding sum-rates.

C. Simulation Results

1) Offline Scheme Simulation Results: To show the accuracy of the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the offline scheme, the cumulative distribution functions (CDFs)

Fig. 9. (Left) The cumulative distribution function of generated channel vectors of different schemes and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} versus the principal angle. (Right) The sum-rates from different robust beamforming schemes versus the number of channel samples.

of generated channel vectors based on the offline scheme and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} in terms of the principal angle (evaluated on the test data set) are shown in the LHS of Fig. 7. It is clear that given a principal angle smaller than 58^∘, the number of channel samples of the offline scheme is always larger than the number of coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} . This implies that generated channel samples of the offline scheme is much closer to ground-truth channel vectors.

Then, given the same PMI feedback, the sum-rate of stochastic WMMSE [20] based on 100 samples generated by the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the offline scheme (denoted as offline scheme) and the sum-rate of stochastic WMMSE based on 100 samples generated from the coarse channel distribution (denoted as stochastic WMMSEcodebook) are shown in the RHS of Fig. 7. From Fig. 7, it can be seen that the performance of stochastic WMMSE with samples generated from the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the offline scheme is better than those of the other methods. It is shown that the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the offline scheme helps the stochastic WMMSE algorithm achieve enhanced sum-rate performance.

2) Online Scheme Simulation Results: To demonstrate the accuracy of the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the online scheme, we present CDFs of generated channel vectors based on the online scheme and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} in terms of the principal angle in the LHS of Fig. 8. As shown, for principal angles smaller than 55^∘, the number of channel samples of the online scheme is consistently higher than the number of coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} , indicating that generated channel samples of the online scheme are much closer to ground-truth channel vectors.

Then, given the same PMI feedback, the sum-rate of stochastic WMMSE [20] based on 100 samples generated by the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the online scheme (denoted as online scheme) and the sum-rate of stochastic WMMSE based on 100 samples generated from the coarse channel distribution are shown in the RHS of Fig. 8. This figure clearly shows that the performance of stochastic WMMSE with samples generated from the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the online scheme is better than that of the other methods even though treating Type-II codebook-based channel estimations as ground-truth channel vectors. This indicates that channel estimation errors have little impact on the performance. It also confirms that the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the online scheme assists in enhancing the sum-rate performance of the stochastic WMMSE algorithm.

TABLE I MAXIMUM OF THE SUM-RATE VERSUS THE NUMBER OF TIME SAMPLING

POINTS FOR EACH UE. NOTE THAT, THE SUM-RATE BASED ON THE

WMMSE ALGORITHM IS 3.6656.

The number of time sampling points for each UE

100 500 1000 5000 9000

Maximum of Sum-rate 3.1818 3.4844 3.7097 3.8041 3.9213

To further demonstrate the performance of the online scheme, the relationship between the maximum sum-rate of the online scheme on the test data set and the number of time sampling points in each UE in the training data set is shown in Table I. Note that the test data set is fixed and contains the last 1000 time sampling points of each UE. It can be seen that as the number of time sampling points for each UE increases, the maximum value of sum-rate continues to rise. Specifically, when the number of time sampling points per UE is equal to 1000, the performance of the online scheme outperforms that of WMMSE with coarse channel estimations. This indicates that the online scheme can effectively capture the time correlation between CSI even just using 1/10 time sampling points for each UE. This further demonstrates the superiority of the online scheme, that is, for each UE, we only need to collect a small part of training data to obtain a relatively good channel statistical distribution for unseen samples.

3) Online Scheme Versus Offline Scheme: To illustrate the impact of simulation errors, we introduced noise following AWGN with varying variances into channel vectors of training data sets used in the offline scheme. Additionally, we labeled the offline scheme with variance 0.2 as Offline Scheme with Sigma 0.2. Schemes with other variances use similar naming conventions. Generated channel vectors of different schemes and coarse channel estimates {ĥ_i}^{Ntest}_{i=1} are presented in terms of the principal angle CDFs in the LHS of Fig. 9. As the variance of noise increases, the CDFs of the offline scheme move towards the right side. This indicates that generated channel samples gradually deviate from ground-truth channel vectors as the variance of noise increases.

After receiving the same PMI feedback, the sum-rates of stochastic WMMSE [20] were calculated using 100 samples generated from the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of different schemes, and results are presented in the RHS of Fig. 9. As shown in this figure, stochastic WMMSE with samples generated from the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the online scheme performs better than the other methods, indicating that training a UE with an individual CVAE can improve performance despite channel estimation errors. Moreover, as the variance of the noise increases, the performance of the proposed CVAE-based channel generator of the offline scheme decreases, although it still outperforms benchmark methods. This raises a trade-off between performance gains and operation complexity, where the online scheme offers better performance but may impact the operation of practical systems. In contrast, the performance of the offline scheme may decrease due to simulation errors but can be decoupled from the online 5G wireless system.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces the CVAE system, tailored to simulate the channel statistical distribution without relying on specific distribution assumptions. To enable seamless integration of model learning in practical wireless communication environments, we introduce two comprehensive learning strategies for preparing the CVAE model for practical deployment. The first strategy involves offline training using a high-performance channel simulator (e.g., QuaDRiGa), which generates extensive training data closely mirroring authentic channel characteristics. The second method, applicable when a highperformance simulator is unavailable, introduces a Type II codebook-assisted online learning scheme, allowing adaptive responses to evolving wireless environments and ensuring robust beamforming for individual UE. The channel statistical distributions resulting from these approaches enable the practical implementation of the stochastic WMMSE technique in practical 5G NR FDD cellular systems. Numerical results provided in the paper illustrate the effectiveness of CVAE and the associated learning methods in enhancing robust beamforming performance.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Ahmadi, 5G NR: Architecture, technology, implementation, and operation of 3GPP new radio standards. Academic Press, 2019.

[2] A. Ghosh, A. Maeder, M. Baker, and D. Chandramouli, “5G evolution: A view on 5G cellular technology beyond 3GPP release 15,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 127 639–127 651, 2019.

[3] S. Sevgican, M. Turan, K. Gökarslan, H. B. Yilmaz, and T. Tugcu, “Intelligent network data analytics function in 5G cellular networks using machine learning,” Journal of Communications and Networks, vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 269–280, 2020.

[4] W. Jiang, B. Han, M. A. Habibi, and H. D. Schotten, “The road towards 6G: A comprehensive survey,” IEEE Open Journal of the Communications Society, vol. 2, pp. 334–366, 2021.

[5] M. H. C. Garcia, A. Molina-Galan, M. Boban, J. Gozalvez, B. Coll- Perales, T. Şahin, and A. Kousaridas, “A tutorial on 5G NR V2X communications,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1972–2026, 2021.

[6] W. Kim, Y. Ahn, J. Kim, and B. Shim, “Towards deep learning-aided wireless channel estimation and channel state information feedback for 6G,” Journal of Communications and Networks, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 61– 75, 2023.

[7] P. B. Rapajic and D. Popescu, “Information capacity of a random signature multiple-input multiple-output channel,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 48, no. 8, pp. 1245–1248, 2000.

[8] K. T. Truong and R. W. Heath, “Effects of channel aging in massive MIMO systems,” Journal of Communications and Networks, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 338–351, 2013.

[9] Y. Shi, X. Wang, and Z. Jiang, “Channel prediction based on nonuniform pilot pattern for mobile massive MIMO scenarios,” Journal of Communications and Networks, vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 456–468, 2023.

[10] A. B. Gershman, N. D. Sidiropoulos, S. Shahbazpanahi, M. Bengtsson, and B. Ottersten, “Convex optimization-based beamforming,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 62–75, 2010.

[11] H. Huang, Y. Peng, J. Yang, W. Xia, and G. Gui, “Fast beamforming design via deep learning,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 1, pp. 1065–1069, 2019.

[12] L. Cheng and Q. Shi, “Towards overfitting avoidance: Tuning-free tensor-aided multi-user channel estimation for 3D massive MIMO communications,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing, vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 832–846, 2021.

[13] D. J. Love, R. W. Heath, V. K. Lau, D. Gesbert, B. D. Rao, and M. Andrews, “An overview of limited feedback in wireless communication systems,” IEEE Journal on selected areas in Communications, vol. 26, no. 8, pp. 1341–1365, 2008.

[14] J.-C. Guey and L. D. Larsson, “Modeling and evaluation of MIMO systems exploiting channel reciprocity in TDD mode,” in IEEE 60th Vehicular Technology Conference, vol. 6, 2004, pp. 4265–4269.

[15] H. Miao, M. D. Mueck, and M. Faerber, “Amplitude quantization for type-2 codebook based CSI feedback in New Radio system,” in 2018 European Conference on Networks and Communications, 2018, pp. 1–9.

[16] A. Liu and V. K. Lau, “Impact of CSI knowledge on the codebook-based hybrid beamforming in massive MIMO,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 64, no. 24, pp. 6545–6556, 2016.

[17] 3GPP, NR; Physical channels and modulation (Release 16). Technical Report TR 38.211, available: http://www.3gpp.org, 2021.

[18] ——, NR; Physical layer procedures for control (Release 17). Technical Report TR 38.213, available: http://www.3gpp.org, 2022.

[19] Q. Shi, M. Razaviyayn, Z.-Q. Luo, and C. He, “An iteratively weighted MMSE approach to distributed sum-utility maximization for a MIMO interfering broadcast channel,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4331–4340, 2011.

[20] M. Razaviyayn, M. Sanjabi, and Z.-Q. Luo, “A stochastic successive minimization method for nonsmooth nonconvex optimization with applications to transceiver design in wireless communication networks,” Mathematical Programming, vol. 157, pp. 515–545, 2016.

[21] G. Caire, N. Jindal, M. Kobayashi, and N. Ravindran, “Multiuser MIMO achievable rates with downlink training and channel state feedback,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 2845– 2866, 2010.

[22] J. Park and B. Clerckx, “Multi-user linear precoding for multi-polarized massive MIMO system under imperfect CSIT,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 14, no. 5, pp. 2532–2547, 2015.

[23] M. Pei, J. Wei, K.-K. Wong, and X. Wang, “Masked beamforming for multiuser MIMO wiretap channels with imperfect CSI,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 544–549, 2011.

[24] 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 Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 3242–3256, 2014.

[25] K. I. Pedersen, J. B. Andersen, J. P. Kermoal, and P. Mogensen, “A stochastic multiple-input-multiple-output radio channel model for evaluation of space-time coding algorithms,” in IEEE 52nd Vehicular Technology Conference, vol. 2, 2000, pp. 893–897.

[26] C. Oestges, N. Czink, P. De Doncker, V. Degli-Esposti, K. Haneda, W. Joseph, M. Liénard, L. Liu, J. Molina-García-Pardo, M. Narandžić et al., “Radio channel modeling for 4G networks,” in Pervasive Mobile and Ambient Wireless Communications. Springer, 2012, pp. 67–147.

[27] M. Kobayashi and G. Caire, “Joint beamforming and scheduling for a multi-antenna downlink with imperfect transmitter channel knowledge,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 25, no. 7, pp. 1468–1477, 2007.

[28] S. Theodoridis, Machine learning: A Bayesian and optimization perspective, 2nd Edition. Academic press, 2020.

[29] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, “Auto-encoding variational Bayes,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1312.6114, 2013.

[30] K. Sohn, H. Lee, and X. Yan, “Learning structured output representation using deep conditional generative models,” Advances in neural information processing systems, vol. 28, pp. 3483–3491, 2015.

[31] Y. Li, L. Cheng, F. Yin, M. M. Zhang, and S. Theodoridis, “Overcoming posterior collapse in variational autoencoders via EM-type training,” in IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing, 2023, pp. 1–5.

[32] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu, D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio, “Generative adversarial networks,” Communications of the ACM, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 139–144, 2020.

[33] I. Kobyzev, S. J. Prince, and M. A. Brubaker, “Normalizing flows:

An introduction and review of current methods,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 43, no. 11, pp. 3964– 3979, 2020.

[34] L. Yu, Y. Song, J. Song, and S. Ermon, “Training deep energy-based models with f-divergence minimization,” in International Conference on Machine Learning, 2020, pp. 10 957–10 967.

[35] F.-A. Croitoru, V. Hondru, R. T. Ionescu, and M. Shah, “Diffusion models in vision: A survey,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 45, no. 9, pp. 10 850–10 869, 2023.

[36] P. Liang, J. Fan, W. Shen, Z. Qin, and G. Y. Li, “Deep learning and compressive sensing-based CSI feedback in FDD massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 8, pp. 9217–9222, 2020.

[37] A. Razavi, A. Van den Oord, and O. Vinyals, “Generating diverse high-fidelity images with VQ-VAE-2,” Advances in neural information processing systems, vol. 32, 2019.

[38] L. Zhang, W. Buntine, and E. Shareghi, “On the effect of isotropy on vae representations of text,” in 60th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, 2022, pp. 694–701.

[39] J. Li, D. Kang, W. Pei, X. Zhe, Y. Zhang, Z. He, and L. Bao, “Audio2gestures: Generating diverse gestures from speech audio with conditional variational autoencoders,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, 2021, pp. 11 293–11 302.

[40] A. Fuller, Z. Fan, C. Day, and C. Barlow, “Digital twin: Enabling technologies, challenges and open research,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 108 952–108 971, 2020.

[41] Y. Li, K. Li, L. Cheng, Q. Shi, and Z.-Q. Luo, “Digital twin-aided learning to enable robust beamforming: Limited feedback meets deep generative models,” in IEEE 22nd International Workshop on Signal Processing Advances in Wireless Communications, 2021, pp. 26–30.

[42] J. Choi, “Opportunistic beamforming with single beamforming matrix for virtual antenna arrays,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 60, no. 3, pp. 872–881, 2011.

[43] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, “Deep residual learning for image recognition,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2016, pp. 770–778.

[44] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, “Adam: A method for stochastic optimization,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.6980, 2014.

[45] C. B. Peel, B. M. Hochwald, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “A vector-perturbation technique for near-capacity multiantenna multiuser communication-part I: channel inversion and regularization,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 195–202, 2005.