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Abstract—Deep learning has revolutionized the design of the
channel state information (CSI) feedback module in wireless
communications. However, designing the optimal neural network
(NN) architecture for CSI feedback can be a laborious and time-
consuming process. Manual design can be prohibitively expensive
for customizing NNs to different scenarios. This paper proposes
using neural architecture search (NAS) to automate the gen-
eration of scenario-customized CSI feedback NN architectures,
thereby maximizing the potential of deep learning in exclusive
environments. By employing automated machine learning and
gradient-descent-based NAS, an efficient and cost-effective ar-
chitecture design process is achieved. The proposed approach
leverages implicit scene knowledge, integrating it into the scenario
customization process in a data-driven manner, and fully exploits
the potential of deep learning for each specific scenario. To
address the issue of excessive search, early stopping and elastic
selection mechanisms are employed, enhancing the efficiency of
the proposed scheme. The experimental results demonstrate that
the automatically generated architecture, known as Auto-CsiNet,
outperforms manually-designed models in both reconstruction
performance (achieving approximately a 14% improvement) and
complexity (reducing it by approximately 50%). Furthermore, the
paper analyzes the impact of the scenario on the NN architecture
and its capacity.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, CSI feedback, deep learning,
neural network architecture search.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive multiple-input and multiple-output (MIMO) is cru-
cial for 6th generation (6G) wireless communication networks,
as it enables high throughput, multiple streams, and pervasive
coverage for diverse applications in smart cities [1], [2]. How-
ever, the acquisition of downlink channel state information
(CSI) for high-quality precoding in massive MIMO systems
is challenging due to the low channel reciprocity of frequency
division duplexing (FDD) systems [3], [4]. To reduce feedback
overhead, compressing CSI at the user equipment (UE) and
reconstructing it at the base station (BS) is necessary [5].
Traditional CSI compression and feedback methods, such as
compressed sensing (CS) [6] and codebook-based methods [7],
[8], have limitations due to the complexity of the iterative
algorithm and sophisticated codebook design. Therefore, new
enabling technology is urgently needed to handle the high-
dimensional nonlinear problem of CSI feedback.
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The rapid development of artificial intelligence (AI) has
been fueled by substantial improvements in hardware comput-
ing power, mass data collection, and device storage capacity,
creating infinite possibilities for intelligent communications
[9]–[12]. Motivated by the excellent performance of deep
learning (DL), intelligent CSI feedback methods [13] are far
superior to traditional algorithms in terms of performance
and speed [14], thus attracting widespread attention from
the academic community. The key idea behind the DL-based
CSI feedback scheme is to use neural network (NN) to
achieve effective compression and decompression of CSI,
which includes an encoder network at the UE for dimensional
reduction of the high-dimensional CSI matrix. The encoder
network outputs the compressed code before feedbacking to
the BS, and a decoder network reconstructs the original CSI
from the compressed code. The data-driven DL can quickly
fit solutions via deep NN and achieve efficient and highly
accurate reconstruction through the combination of “offline
training” and “online deployment” modes.

One key issue in DL-based designs for wireless communica-
tion is constructing an efficient NN to maximize performance
in a specific scenario. Novel NN architectures can be catego-
rized into architectures based on convolutional neural networks
(CNN), attention mechanisms [15]–[17], generative models
[18], [19], and feature preprocessing and extraction [20]–[22].
This article focuses mainly on CNN-based architectures, which
have advanced in four ways: (1) receptive field amplification
[23]–[25], (2) multiple resolutions [25]–[28], (3) lightweight
convolutions [26], [29], and (4) flexible information inter-
action [30], [31]. The decoder network typically employs a
cell/block-based structure, e.g., the RefineNet block, with a
multi-branch (multiple resolutions) structure within the cell.
Notably, most CNN-based architectures for CSI feedback
share these two characteristics. Table I summarizes the number
of cells and branches, and whether the cell contains skip
connections.

However, these architectures are all manually designed,
which involves a substantial and laborious workload in ad-
justing architecture hyperparameters. Moreover, most of these
designs have focused on improving NN performance on the
COST2100 indoor/outdoor scene dataset (released by [13]).
There is no guarantee that these manually-designed network
structures will perform equally well when applied to other
scene CSI datasets. Designing NNs manually faces two main
challenges:

1) Artificial NN design is an inefficient “trial and error”
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process, leading to high costs, such as time, manpower,
computing power, and other resource consumption. The
workload of manual design in adjusting the hyper-
parameters of NN architectures is also tremendous,
laborious, and repetitive. Moreover, expert experience
and knowledge are crucial in manual design, which
requires manual attention in each link and cannot be
realized in automatic mode. Constrained by experience
and thinking, the design structure easily falls into the
local optimal solution.

2) The CSI feedback module requires different NN archi-
tectures for various scenarios and tasks, influenced by
factors such as scatterer density, mobile terminal speed,
antenna distribution, and bandwidth. A general NN may
not achieve optimal performance for a specific task, as
observed in Table I where the best architectures for
indoor and outdoor scenarios are not the same. Manually
designing task-oriented NN structures is costly, and the
development of custom-designed NNs for practical ap-
plications has limitations. Thus, DL cannot fully realize
its potential in specific scenarios.

This work concentrates on the design of a scenario-
customized NN architecture for intelligent CSI feedback. To
overcome the challenges of labor-intensive manual design and
the prohibitive costs associated with scenario customization,
we introduce Auto-CsiNet. This automatic design scheme
employs NN architecture search (NAS) and autonomous ma-
chine learning (AutoML) [32], [33] to generate a structure for
the CSI feedback NN without the need for extensive labor
resources or expertise.

Furthermore, this economical and automatic design scheme
not only accomplishes scenario-customized design of NN
architectures but also maximizes the performance of Auto-
CsiNet for specific tasks, thereby unlocking the full potential
of deep learning in the CSI feedback module. Through Au-
toML, scene knowledge is seamlessly and implicitly integrated
into the customization process in a data-driven manner. This
enables manufacturers to efficiently acquire customized net-
works by adopting NAS, achieving complete automation and
standardization in industrial processes.

Auto-CsiNet is based on CS-CsiNet [13] and is designed
by modifying the RefineNet cell searched using NAS. The
PC-DARTS method [34], a state-of-the-art and efficient NAS
method, is utilized, enabling Auto-CsiNet to maintain a low
design cost in terms of computing power and time cost,
and making it easy to implement in the industry. Simulation
results demonstrate that Auto-CsiNet outperforms numerous
manually designed networks in reconstruction accuracy and
NN complexity. The major contributions of this work can be
summarized as follows:

• The necessity of scenario-specific customization: The
investigation focuses on the problem of limited gener-
alization of NN architectures and analyzes the cause,
including the relationship between the capacity of NNs
and the entropy of CSI information, the balance between
the performance of NNs and transplantation, and the
difficulty in network convergence.

• The automatic generation framework: Auto-CsiNet,
a novel framework for the automatic generation of the
CSI feedback NN architecture, is proposed. Auto-CsiNet
utilizes AutoML and the low-cost NAS method to reduce
designing cost and enable a labor-free and standardized
designing process that is friendly to manufacturers. Addi-
tionally, Auto-CsiNet can tap into the maximum potential
of NN architectures to achieve optimal performance on
specific scenarios.

• Refinements in evaluation criteria: As the appropriate
number of search rounds vary with different scenarios
or feedback NN settings and over-searching can lead
to degraded performance of automatically generated CSI
feedback NNs, the evaluation criteria are refined by
introducing early stop and elastic selection mechanisms.
These refinements further ensure high performance in CSI
feedback applications.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section
II presents the system model and the relationship between
the NN architectures and scenario characteristics. Section III
displays the proposed automatic generation framework of the
CSI feedback NN structures based on AutoML, including
the mechanism of NAS and the complete framework with
the advanced evaluating criterion. Section IV provides CSI
simulation details and the evaluation of our proposed Auto-
CsiNet compared with the manually designed NNs. Section V
gives the concluding remarks.

Notations: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lower and upper case letters, respectively. (·)H and cov(·)
denote Hermitian transpose and the covariance, respectively.
C𝑚×𝑛 or R𝑚×𝑛 denotes the space of 𝑚 × 𝑛 complex-valued
or real-valued matrix. For a 2-D matrix A, A[𝑖, 𝑗], rowk (A)
and colk (A) represent the (𝑖, 𝑗)th element, the 𝑘 th row and 𝑘 th

column in matrix A. vec(A) means the vectorized A. For a
1-D vector a, a[𝑖] denotes its 𝑖th element. | · | measures the
scale of a set and ∥ · ∥2 is the Euclidean/L2 norm. [𝑎𝑘]𝑁𝑘=1
represents a list of [𝑎1, 𝑎2, ..., 𝑎𝑁 ]. para(·) and FLOPs(·)
denote the NN’s parameter amount and the floating-point
operations (FLOPs) amount. C𝑚𝑛 = 𝑛!/(𝑚!(𝑛 − 𝑚)!) stands for
composite number.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Massive MIMO-OFDM FDD System

Consider a typical urban micro-cell in FDD massive MIMO
system with one BS serving for multiple single-antenna UEs.
The BS is placed in the center of the cell and equipped with an
𝑁t-antenna uniform linear array (ULA)1. We apply orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) in downlink trans-
mission over 𝑁f subcarriers. The received signal on the 𝑛th

subcarrier for a UE can then be modeled as [13]:

𝑦𝑛 = hH
𝑛v𝑛𝑥𝑛 + 𝑧𝑛, (1)

where h𝑛 ∈ C𝑁t , 𝑥𝑛 ∈ C and 𝑧𝑛 ∈ C denote the downlink
instantaneous channel vector in the frequency domain, the

1We adopt the ULA model here for simpler illustration, while the analysis
and the proposed model are not restricted to any specific array shape.
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE, COMPLEXITY, AND ARCHITECTURE CHARACTERISTIC OF MANUAL-DESIGNED CNN-BASED AUTOENCODER NETWORKS.

CR=1/4 NMSE [dB] Complexity Cell number Branch Skip
Indoor Outdoor FLOPs [M] Para [M] in decoder number Connection

CsiNet [13] -17.36 -8.75 5.42 2.10 2 1
Attention-CsiNet [16] -20.29 -10.43 24.72 \ 2 1

DS-NLCsiNet [30] -24.99 -12.09 5.75 2.11 2 1 Densely connected
CsiNet+ [23] -27.37 -12.40 24.79 2.12 5 1
CRNet [25] -26.99 -12.72 5.12 2.10 2 2

MRFNet [27] -25.76 -15.95 660 4.04 3 3
DCRNet [26] -30.61 -13.72 17.57 2.12 2 2

DFECsiNet [28] -27.50 -12.25 6.38 2.10 2 2

transmit data symbol and the additive noise, respectively. The
beamforming or precoding vector v𝑛 ∈ C𝑁t should be designed
by the BS based on the received downlink CSI. In this paper,
we assume that perfect CSI has been acquired through pilot-
based channel estimation and focus on the design of feedback
approaches. We stack all the 𝑁f frequency channel vectors
and derive the downlink CSI metrix HSF = [h1, h2, ..., h𝑁f ] ∈
C𝑁t×𝑁f in the spatial-frequency domain.

We represent the channel matrices in the angular-delay
domain using a 2D discrete Fourier transform (DFT) to
better display the feature sparsity, which can be described as
following:

H̃AD = FsHSFFf , (2)

where Fs and Ff are 𝑁t × 𝑁t and 𝑁f × 𝑁f DFT matrices,
respectively. The high-dimensional CSI matrix should be
sparse in the delay domain, and only the front 𝑁c (𝑁c < 𝑁f)
rows displays distinct non-zero values, because the time delay
among multiple paths only exists in a particularly limited
period of time. Hence, we retain the first 𝑁c non-zero rows to
further reduce the feedback overload and derive the dimension-
reduced CSI in the angle-delay domain: HAD ∈ C𝑁t×𝑁c .
Moreover, the channel matrix is also sparse in a defined angle
domain if the number of the transmit 𝑁t tends to infinite.

Notice that in this paper, all statistical analysis of the angle-
delay CSI are for HAD. The complex-valued elements in HAD
are also divided into real and imaginary real-valued parts, then
normalized in the range of [0,1], where we finally obtain the
NN’s input: H ∈ R𝑁t×𝑁c×2.

B. Single Side DL-based CSI Feedback

The whole DL-based CSI feedback process is realized by a
framework combining CS and DL, the same as CS-CsiNet
[13], which consists a random linear projection at UE for
CSI matrix dimension reduction and a decoder NN at BS for
CSI reconstruction. The CS-based compression process can be
expressed as:

s = Avec(H), (3)

where vec(H) ∈ R𝑁 (𝑁 = 2𝑁t · 𝑁c) is composed of the real
and imaginary parts of the vectored H ∈ R𝑁t×𝑁c×2, and s ∈
R𝑀 (𝑀 < 𝑁) presents the compressed codeword, where 𝑀 is
determined by the predefined compression ratio (CR) that 𝑀 =

𝑁×CR. The linear projection matrix A ∈ R𝑀×𝑁 is also known
as the sensing matrix or measurement matrix in CS, which can
be generated randomly [6], [13]. The compressed codeword

s is quantized into a bitstream vector s𝑞 via an uniformed
quantization operation Qua(·) [14], [35] with the quantization
bits 𝐵, i.e., s𝑞 = Qua(s; 𝐵) ∈ {0, 1}𝐵×𝑀 .

Then, the bitstream codeword is fedback to BS via a perfect
uplink channel.2 It is subsequently restored into the real-
valued codeword vector s𝑑 via a dequantization operation
Deq(·), i.e., s𝑑 = Deq(s𝑞), where Deq(·) is the inverse of
Qua(·). A decoder NN is deployed at BS to decompress and
reconstruct the original CSI matrix H from s𝑑 . Denote the
decoder function as Dec(·) and the recovered CSI matrix is
expressed as:

Ĥ = Dec(s𝑑;𝝎), (4)

where 𝝎 denotes the parameters of the decoder NN.

C. Task Characteristics

The CSI module is affected by various factors in different
scenarios and tasks. In addition to system requirements and
limitations on the model (reconstruction accuracy, feedback
overhead, NN complexity, etc.), factors affecting CSI feature
distribution are also included, such as scene complexity,
mobile terminal speed, sampling intensity, bandwidth, and
antenna distribution. Among these, scene complexity is partic-
ularly important, as each scenario has unique environmental
characteristics, such as the distribution (density or height) of
buildings, trees, and other features that depict the UE’s sur-
rounding scattering environment. In practice, the BS collects
the downlink CSI by region, where the CSI maps sampled
within a local subregion exhibit high spatial correlation and
reflect the scattering environment around UE in the scene [36],
[37]. To solve the problem of excessive communication cost
caused by the collection of high-resolution downlink CSI at
BS, the uplink CSI is used instead of downlink CSI [38], [39]
in NAS searching and training to obtain the optimal network,
and then a small amount of downlink CSI samples are used
to fine-tune the network parameters.

The multi-path frequency response channel vector h𝑛 on the
𝑛th subcarrier can be formulated as [39]:

h𝑛 =
𝐿∑︁
ℓ=1

𝛼ℓe 𝑗 (𝜃ℓ−2𝜋 𝑓𝑛𝜏ℓ )aH
t (𝜙ℓ) , (5)

where 𝐿 and 𝑓𝑛 denote the propagation path number and the
𝑛th subcarrier frequency with 𝛼ℓ , 𝜃ℓ , 𝜏ℓ and 𝜙ℓ stand for

2We assume perfect feedback link where no error occurs on the codeword
s𝑞 .
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(a) COST2100 Indoor and Outdoor scenarios
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(b) QuaDRiGa Scenario 1 (Park) and Scenario 2 (Commercial district)

Fig. 1. PSE empirical distribution for PAS, PDP and H on COST2100 dataset (left) and QuaDRiGa simulating dataset (right).

the complex attenuation amplitude, random phase shift, delay,
azimuth angles of departure (AoDs) associated with the ℓth

path, respectively. at (𝜙ℓ) stands for the antenna array response
vectors at the BS, and the ULA antenna array response vectors
can be given as [40]:

at (𝜙ℓ) =
1
𝑁t

[
1, e− 𝑗𝜛𝑛 sin(𝜙ℓ ) , ..., e− 𝑗𝜛𝑛 (𝑁t−1) sin(𝜙ℓ )

]T
, (6)

in which 𝜛𝑛 = 2𝜋𝑑𝑓𝑛/𝑐 with 𝑐 and 𝑑 denoting the speed of
light and the distance between antenna elements, respectively.

Equation (5) describes the relationship between scenario
complexity and CSI feature sparsity. For example, a rich
scattering environment, such as a commercial district, is re-
flected in a dense and complex CSI with a wide angular and
delay range. In contrast, the CSI map of an open scattering
environment, such as a park, is sparse, with the feature
centrally distributed. To describe the 1-D feature distributions,
we also use the power delay profile (PDP) and power angular
spectrum (PAS), which can be calculated as:

PAS(H) =
1
𝑁t

[
∥col𝑘 (H)∥2

2

]𝑁t

𝑘=1
,

PDP(H) =
1
𝑁c

[
∥row𝑘 (H)∥2

2
]𝑁c
𝑘=1 , (7)

where H, col𝑘 (·) and row𝑘 (·) denote the CSI matrix, and
𝑘 th column and row of matrix, respectively. | | · | |2 stands

for the Euclidean norm. The distribution of channels in the
angular and delay domain (i.e., PAS and PDP) has certain
statistical characteristics under specific scenarios. To further
quantify the compressibility of the CSI matrix for different
scenarios, we introduce power spectral entropy (PSE) [41]
as the compressibility metric. For a given 𝐾-length vector
v = [𝑣1, 𝑣2, ..., 𝑣𝐾 ], the PSE of v can be defined as

PSE(v) = − 1
log2 𝐾

𝐾∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑝(𝑣𝑖) log2 𝑝(𝑣𝑖), (8)

where 𝑝(𝑣𝑖) = |𝑣𝑖 |2/(
∑𝐾
𝑖=1 |𝑣𝑖 |2) stands for the probability of

the component 𝑣𝑖 . The PSE value is normalized to [0, 1]. From
the perspective of information theory, low information entropy
means that the information source is relatively certain and
the corresponding amount of information is small. Therefore,
a low PSE value indicates that CSI has a high degree of
compressibility. Figure 1 shows the PSE distribution of PAS,
PDP, and H, where two scenarios are marked in blue and
orange, respectively. The COST2100 dataset in Figure 1(a)
is the same as in [13]. In Figure 1(b), QuaDRiGa software3

[36] was used to simulate two scenarios, namely, a park scene
(with empty buildings) and a business district scene (with

3QuaDRiGa software [Online] Available: https://quadriga-channel-model.
de/.

https://quadriga-channel-model.de/
https://quadriga-channel-model.de/
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dense buildings) in a typical urban community. The statistic
PSE is calculated with 100,000 CSI samples in each scenario,
which is adequate to reflect the scene characteristics. The
orange-marked scenario (COST2100 Outdoor or QuaDRiGa
simulated scenario 2) is more complex than the blue-marked
scenario (COST2100 Indoor or QuaDRiGa simulated scenario
1), as reflected in higher PSE values and low compressibility
in CSI samples. For the COST2100 Indoor/Outdoor scenario,
the PSE value of PAS is higher than that of PDP, indicating
higher compressibility in the delay domain, while the two
scenarios of QuaDRiGa show the opposite situation. Scenario
1 of QuaDRiGa has a wider distribution of PSE compared to
scenario 2 because PSE is more sensitive to sparse features in
the CSI.

D. Task-specific NN Architecture
Manual design of NN structures is resource-intensive, mak-

ing it challenging to construct customized NN structures for
specific tasks in practice. As a result, researchers often resort to
using a general NN structure for all scenarios or tasks, which
may result in lower performance for each specific task. This is
due to the limited generalization of the NN structure, making
it difficult to design a general NN structure that performs well
across all scenarios or tasks. The following is the analysis from
three perspectives:

a) Relationship between NN capacity and the CSI infor-
mation entropy: For homogeneous tasks like CSI feedback in
different scenarios, the required NN capacity varies with the
data distributions and CSI information entropy. For example,
the COST2100 Outdoor scene is more complex than the Indoor
scene, as shown in Figure 1(a). Table I shows that the CSI
feedback network with the best performance in the Outdoor
scene, MRFNet [27], is more complex than the one with the
best performance in the Indoor scene, STNet [42]. Compared
to STNet, MRFNet has a wider (more feature maps) and
deeper (more layers) NN architecture, allowing it to remember
more feature information during reconstruction.

b) Balancing NN performance and transplantability:
While a network structure can be portable and embeddable,
NN structures with good transplantability, such as Trans-
former, LSTM, and Inception, are relatively simple unit
structures. Small and general NNs have high portability but
perform poorly due to limited representation ability, as they
can only extract shallow features. In contrast, complex and
dedicated task-oriented NNs have high performance but low
transplantability due to their sophisticated architecture. For
instance, transplanting the whole GoogLeNet framework to
some object identification tasks may be disappointing, and it
is common practice to transplant only GoogLeNet’s Inception
units. Therefore, a universal network to handle CSI feedback
for all scenarios comes at the cost of sacrificing some model
performance for each specific scenario.

c) Solution space and solving efficiency: The NN archi-
tecture defines the solution space for a task, which expands as
the architecture becomes more complex. However, a larger
solution space is not always better for different scenarios.
Complex scenes require a large solution space due to the dif-
ficult task, while simple scenes only require an appropriately

sized solution space. In a large solution space, the solution
of gradient descent can converge to an unsatisfactory local
optimal point due to the inappropriate initial point, which
leads to network degradation. This degradation phenomenon is
supported by the results in Table I: the complex MRFNet [27]
failed to compete with the simpler STNet [42] on the Indoor
task in terms of both performance and NN complexity.

To achieve optimal performance for specific tasks and
scenarios, a universal NN would require comprehensive con-
sideration of all task characteristics. Designing a universal NN
structure that can accommodate all tasks is impractical. There-
fore, it is necessary to customize NN structures according to
specific scenarios, which requires a convenient and efficient
scheme of NN structure customization.

III. FRAMEWORK OF NAS-BASED AUTOMATIC NN DESIGN

Manual design of a dedicated CSI feedback network for spe-
cific scenarios is a challenging task. On one hand, people often
assemble network operators or modules with limited expert
experience and knowledge and through a random combination
of “trial and error”, which is inefficient, resource-intensive and
experience-dependent. On the other hand, scenario customized
NN structure design can further obtain higher performance,
while scene customization is difficult to achieve by manual
design due to the high design cost. In addition, there is
no theoretical research on the relationship between scene
knowledge and the CSI feedback NN structure, which can not
guide the artificial design of scene-customized NN structure.

To address the challenges associated with manual design,
AutoML is a promising solution for building DL systems
without human assistance, thereby reducing the dependence
on human experiential knowledge and broadening the appli-
cation domain of DL. One essential component of AutoML
is NAS, which aims to optimize the hyperparameters of NN
structure in DL. NAS has been widely studied and successfully
applied in various AI fields, such as pattern recognition, image
segmentation, semantic analysis, etc.

Given the efficiency of NAS, we propose using NAS to
replace manually designing NN architectures and harness the
full potential of machine learning in designing CSI feedback
networks. This automatic CSI feedback NN architecture gen-
eration scheme enables convenient and efficient design of
the optimal NN structure for a specific scenario, and can
be regarded as a black box in operation, whose input is the
CSI dataset of a specific scene and output is the optimal NN
structure of the scene. Inside the black box, the search loop
is conducted based on three core elements in NAS: search
space, search strategy, and evaluation strategy. A search space,
consisting of candidate NN structures, is established. An NN
is selected from the search space based on the search strategy.
The model is subsequently evaluated, and its performance
on the validation set is used to update the search strategy.
The loop continues until a stopping condition is met, and
the optimal NN structure is achieved. Through this data-
driven manner, the implicit scene knowledge hidden in the
CSI feature distribution can be explored and then be utilized
in the scenario-customized NN architecture design process.
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Fig. 2. (a) Overall Auto-CsiNet architecture, where the reconstructed cell is searched using NAS. (b) The cell structure featuring a skip connection.

TABLE II
CONFIGURATION PRESETTING.

Overall architecture
setting

CR: 𝛾
number of RefineNet cells: 𝑁cell
number of cell’s inner nodes: 𝑁
cell’s width (channel number): 𝑐

NAS setting

dataset partition ratio: p = [𝑝𝛼 , 𝑝𝜔 , 1 − 𝑝𝛼 − 𝑝𝜔 ]
warm up epoches: 𝐸warm up
search epoches: 𝐸search
optional operation set: O = {𝑜𝑚} |O|

𝑚=1
architecture weight optimizer and learning rate: ℓ𝛼
NN parameter optimizer and learning rate: ℓ𝜔
architecture weight decay rate: 𝜆

Evaluation setting
evaluation training epochs: 𝐸train
start record epochs: 𝐸start record

1

maximum number of records: 𝑀record

1: 𝐸start record < 𝐸search.

NAS is known to demand significant computing power
and hardware resources, resulting in a high implementation
threshold. However, by selecting appropriate and efficient
NAS technologies and controlling the difficulty of the search,
the automatic generation process for the CSI feedback NN
structure in this paper consumes fewer resources and allows for
cost control, making it easy to implement in actual production.
Next, the NAS scheme, which has been adopted in our auto-
matic generation process, is described from the perspective of
the three elements in NAS. Each element is detailed in the
following subsection.

A. Cell-based Search Space

The search space defines the structural paradigm that NAS
can explore, i.e., the solution space. If the solution space is too
large, NAS can become overburdened, which may be difficult
to support by current computing power devices. Cell-based
networks, which are built by stacking several repetitive cells,
are a smaller-scale solution space that significantly reduces
search costs compared to the global search space, which
allows arbitrary connections between ordered nodes and has
the largest scale. For example, the NASNet [43] method to
search the CIFAR-10 classification network requires 800 GPUs
to run 28 days in the global search space, while the cost is
reduced to 500 GPUs and 4 days in the unit-based search.
Additionally, most CSI feedback NN architectures that have
been manually designed are cell-based (as depicted in Table
I), which supports the selection of a cell-based search space
as a reasonable and effective approach.

1) Overall Architecture of Auto-CsiNet: Figure 2 depicts
(a) the cell-based overall architecture of our proposed Auto-
CsiNet, and (b) the cell’s inner structure. Auto-CsiNet is
designed based on CS-CsiNet [13] by modifying the RefineNet

cell searched by NAS. CSI dimension reduction in the encoder
is achieved through random projection. The compression ratio
(CS) represents the ratio of the compressed codeword’s di-
mension to the original CSI dimension. The cell-based search
space is created, and the two refinement cells share the same
architecture (Figure 2(b)). The cell 𝑘 has two external input
nodes connected to the output of the former cell 𝑘 − 1 and
the cell 𝑘 − 2. Each cell has several inner nodes (3 nodes
in Figure 2(b)), and each node contains two branches, each
with a selectable operation and input assignment. The two
branches are added to get the node output, and the output
of all internal nodes is concatenated. The channel value of
the concatenated feature node is restored through the 1 × 1
convolutional layer. To increase the flow of feature information
in the cell and avoid network degradation, we add residual
connections, consistent with most manual-designed works (as
depicted in Table I). The output of the current unit is obtained
after passing through the ReLU layer. The first part in Table
II lists the structural parameters that need to be configured
in advance when setting up Auto-CsiNet (which cannot be
changed in the automatic generation stage), including CR, the
number of repetitive cells, the cell’s inner nodes and width
(channel value).

2) Space Complexity: We discuss the space scale, i.e., the
number of the candidate architectures of Auto-CsiNet. Given
a cell with 𝑁 inner nodes, equal-sized to a 2𝑁-layer global-
based structure, and a candidate operation set O, the cell-based
space scale is:

𝑁−1∏
𝑘=0

|O|2 × C2
𝑘+2, (9)

where C stands for composite. |O|2 indicates that each node
contains two branches (two operations), and C2

𝑘+2 represents
the number of combinations of node 𝑘 connected to the
preceding nodes. The equal-sized global-based space scale
is |O|2𝑁 × 2C2

2𝑁 , where 2C2
2𝑁 represents two possibilities

between any two layers, connected or not connected. From the
expressions, the cell-based space scale is much smaller than
the global-based one. For instance, |O| = 8, 𝑁 = 5 in our later
experiments, the cell-based scale is 2.89e12, while the equal-
sized global-based scale is 3.78e22. By selecting the cell-based
search space, the space scale is significantly reduced, which
effectively controls the difficulty and cost of searching.

B. Gradient Decent Search Strategy

The search strategy defines how to find the optimal network
structure, which is a hyperparameter optimization problem
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Fig. 3. Pipeline of Gradient Descent-based searching strategy: DARTS [44].
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Fig. 4. Partial-Channel-Connection and the Edge-Normalization operations in PC-DARTS [34]. Using the topology example shown in Figure 3, the process
of information propagation to node 3 ( 𝑗 = 3) is illustrated as an example.

of the NN structure, tuned according to the performance
of NN observed in the validation set. The most efficient,
convenient, and accessible search strategy thus far is based
on the gradient descent (GD) method [34], [44], which can
significantly reduce the computing power and time resource
consumption compared with other NAS methods.For example,
in search of the CIFAR -10 classification network, Large-scale
ensemble [45], an evolution algorithm NAS method, requires
250 GPUs to run 10 days, while DARTS only takes one GPU
and 0.4 days.

1) Pipeline of DARTS: Different from the other iterative
search strategies based on discrete search space (the number
of candidate network structures is countable), the core idea

of GD-based algorithm is to make the discrete optimization
problem (strategy function) continuous, which the GD-based
algorithm can optimize. The most typical GD-based approach
is DARTS [44], which treats the NAS process as a black box
problem and maps the original discrete search space to the
continuous space through a particular relaxation operation.

The cell’s topological structure is a directed acyclic graph
(DAG) consisting of an ordered sequence of N nodes (as
depicted in Figure 3(a)). Each node x(𝑖) stands for the feature
map in convolutional networks, and each directed edge (𝑖, 𝑗)
is associated with some operation 𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) that transforms x(𝑖)

to x( 𝑗 ) . Each intermediate node is computed based on all of
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its predecessors:

x( 𝑗 ) =
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) (x(𝑖) ). (10)

Let O = {𝑜1, 𝑜2, ..., 0} be the set of candidate operations,
e.g., convolution, max pooling, zero, where a special zero
operation is included to indicate a lack of connection between
two nodes. Then, the discrete search space is relaxed into con-
tinuous by placing a mixture of candidate operations on each
edge, that is, relaxing the categorical choice of a particular
operation to a softmax over all possible operations:

𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) =
∑︁
𝑜∈O

exp(𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )
𝑜 )∑

𝑜′∈O exp(𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )
𝑜′ )

𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) , (11)

where the operation mixing weights for edge (𝑖, 𝑗) are param-
eterized by a vector {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 }𝑜∈O of dimension |O|. In this way,
the task of the architecture search is reduced to learning a set of
continuous variables {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 }𝑜∈O,𝑖< 𝑗 , which we refer to as the
architecture weight (encoded as) and depicted in Figure 3(b).
The architecture weights in the figure have been normalized.

Figure 3 presents the pipeline of DARTS [44], and the
detailed steps are as follows: (I) Construct the search space
and determine the candidate operators. (II) Build the SuperNet
corresponding to the search space and relax the search space
by placing the softmax mixture of candidate operations. The
assigned architecture weights {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 }𝑜∈O,𝑖< 𝑗 are initialized
with the mean value. (III) SuperNet optimization: jointly
optimize the architecture weights and the NN parameters (e.g.,
kernel parameters of the convolutional layer) by solving a bi-
level optimization. The thickness of the edge represents the
architecture weight. (IV) The operator with the largest weight
(the coarsest edge) is retained to combine into the final output
NN structure, i.e., replace each mixed operation 𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) with
the most likely operation 𝑜 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) = argmax𝑜∈O𝛼

(𝑖, 𝑗 )
𝑜

4.
2) Advanced Version PC-DARTS: The NAS method

adopted in our automatic CSI feedback generation scheme
is PC-DARTS [34], an advanced version of DARTS,
which involves the Partial-Channel-Connection and the Edge-
Normalization operations to improve the search efficiency of
DARTS further. As depicted in Figure 4, the high searching
speed mainly comes from the Partial-Channel-Connection op-
eration, where all candidate operators only apply to 1/𝐾 part
of the feature maps (marked by colors), and the rest is directly
concatenated to the operating-acted part. This operation also
addresses the problem of excessive memory consumption in
the SuperNet training of DARTS [44] (SuperNet is |O| times
more complex than normal networks).

The hyper-parameter 𝐾 in the proportion 1/𝐾 of selected
channels can be adjusted and represents the multiple by
which PC-DARTS outperforms DARTS in search speed. In
our experiments, we set 𝐾 = 4 as in [34]. However, the
negative effect of Partial-Channel-Connection, that is, the
convergence instability of the architecture weight caused by
random selection of channels in each round, may lead to
undesired final search results. Edge-Normalization is adopted

4Since in cell-based space, each node has an in-degree of 2, the first two
with the highest probability will be retained when selecting the operators.

Algorithm 1: Automatic generation for scenario-
customized NN architecture
Input: The scenario-specific CSI dataset: D; the

required configuration presettings in Table II.
Output: The optimal scenario-customized NN

architecture: 𝐴∗.
1 Dtrain,𝛼, Dtrain,𝜔 , Dtest ← Divide D randomly

according to the preset ratio p;
2 Construct the SuperNet with {𝛾, 𝑁cell, 𝑁, 𝑐};
3 Initialize the architecture weights 𝛼 with the mean

value and initialize the NN parameters 𝜔 randomly;
4 𝑖 ← 0;
5 while 𝑖 < 𝐸search or 𝑛𝑜𝑡 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑑 do
6 if 𝑖 < 𝐸warm up then
7 Fix the architecture weights 𝜶;
8 else
9 Update the architecture weights 𝜶 by

descending
▽𝛼{LMSE (𝝎,𝜶;Dtrain,𝛼) + 𝜆 ∥𝜶∥2

2};
10 end
11 Update the NN parameters 𝜔 by descending

▽𝜔LMSE (𝝎,𝜶;Dtrain,𝜔);
12 𝑖 ← 𝑖+1;
13 end
14 Derive the final architecture based on the learned 𝜶∗:

𝐴∗.

to reduce the fluctuation effect by introducing another set of
normalized weights {𝛽 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) } that act on the edges:

x 𝑗 =
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

exp(𝛽 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) )∑
𝑖′< 𝑗 exp(𝛽 (𝑖′ , 𝑗 ) )

𝑓PC (x𝑖), (12)

where 𝑓PC denotes the function of Partial-Channel-Connection,
involving the calculation of {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 }𝑜∈O . Therefore, the con-
nectivity of edge (𝑖, 𝑗) is determined by both {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 }𝑜∈O
and 𝛽 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) , for which the normalized coefficients are mul-
tiplied together, i.e., exp(𝛽 (𝑖, 𝑗) )∑

𝑖′< 𝑗 exp(𝛽 (𝑖′ , 𝑗) ) × exp(𝛼(𝑖, 𝑗)
𝑜 )∑

𝑜′ ∈O exp(𝛼(𝑖, 𝑗)
𝑜′ )

. Then,

the operations (edges) are selected by finding the large edge
weights as in DARTS. Therefore, 𝜷 can dilute the fluctua-
tion effect of 𝜶 that acts on the unfixed feature maps. For
convenience, we denote 𝜶 as the whole architecture weights
(i.e., {𝛼 (𝑖, 𝑗 )

𝑜 ; 𝛽 (𝑖, 𝑗 ) }𝑜∈O,𝑖< 𝑗 ). Thanks to the Partial-Channel-
Connection and Edge-Normalization operations, the advanced
PS-DARTS can finish the search on the c-10 dataset within
several hours, significantly reducing the search cost.

C. Weight-sharing Evaluation Strategy

The evaluation strategy (evaluation forecast) is required to
predict the approximate NN performance and accelerate the
evaluation process. Among them, weight-sharing is a core
driving force of the GD-based approach to achieve efficient
search. In DARTS [44] and PC-DARTS [34], the one-shot
weight-sharing enables the search and evaluation to be con-
ducted in parallel. Instead of training each architecture sepa-
rately as the manual design process, weight sharing builds a
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SuperNet that assembles all the architectures as its submodels.
In Figure 3(a), the search space can be viewed as the SuperNet
(Super-DAG) with all candidate operators and connections,
from which the sub-network (sub-DAG) is sampled and eval-
uated. Once the SuperNet has been trained, sub-network can
be directly evaluated by inheriting weights from the SuperNet,
thus saving the considerable cost of training each architecture
from scratch.

1) Bi-level Optimization in SuperNet: The SuperNet con-
tains edge/architecture weights 𝜶 and the corresponding op-
erator’s parameters 𝜔, alternating optimized in each training
epoch to realize the bi-level optimization.

The scenario-specific CSI training dataset Dtrain is divided
into two parts, Dtrain,𝜔 and Dtrain,𝛼. The mean square error
(MSE) loss is adopted in CSI feedback NN training:

LMSE (𝜶,𝝎;D) = 1
|D|

∑︁
H∈D

∥SuperNet(𝜶,𝝎; s𝑑) − H∥2
2 , (13)

where s𝑑 denotes the compressed code after the dequantization
given in (3). Then, the bi-level optimization problem with 𝜶
as the upper-level variable and 𝝎 as the lower-level variable:

min
𝜶

LMSE (𝜶,𝝎∗ (𝜶);Dtrain,𝛼) + 𝜆 ∥𝜶∥2
2 (14)

s.t. 𝝎∗ (𝜶) = argmin𝝎 LMSE (𝜶,𝝎;Dtrain,𝜔),

where ∥𝜶∥2
2 is the 𝐿2 regular term with respect of 𝜶, promoting

the high score (probability) to appear in a certain operator,
which is convenient to determine the structure of the final
search. 𝜆 is the weight decay rate. The goal for architecture
search is to find the optimal 𝜶∗ that minimizes the loss on
Dtrain,𝛼, which can be regarded as minimizing the validation
loss. The optimal NN parameters 𝝎∗ (𝜶) are obtained by
minimizing the loss on Dtrain,𝜔 (regarded as the training loss).
Since the second order hessian matrix is involved in calculat-
ing the gradient of 𝜶 associated with 𝝎, leading tremendous
calculation burden, we adopt the first order approximation,
i.e., ▽𝛼LMSE (𝜶,𝝎∗ (𝜶);Dtrain,𝛼) ≈ ▽𝛼LMSE (𝜶,𝝎;Dtrain,𝛼),
where the 𝜶 and 𝝎 are updated alternately in each epoch.

Algorithm 1 depicts our proposed automatic generation
scheme for scenario-customized CSI feedback NN architec-
ture, including the alternative bi-level optimization process.
For lower-level optimizations, operator parameters are up-
dated while architecture weights are fixed. For higher-level
optimizations, the opposite is true. Each sub-network can
directly inherit the parameters of the selected operator, and
its evaluation value can directly influence the architecture
weight of the corresponding operators. In addition, the warm-
up stage is used for NN parameters to grow up fully, where the
architecture weights are not updated. Otherwise, the SuperNet
would prefer selecting the parameter-free operations, such as
Identity or pooling, which converge faster than those complex
ones.

2) Early Stopping and Elastic Selection Criteria: The mea-
surement of reconstruction accuracy in the CSI feedback is
normalized MSE (NMSE):

NMSE(𝐴;D) = 1
|D|

∑︁
H∈D

∥H − 𝐴(s𝑑)∥2
2

∥H∥2
2

, (15)

Algorithm 2: Automatic generation scheme with early
stopping

Input: The scenario-specific CSI dataset: D;
the required configuration presettings in Table II;
Output: The optimal scenario-customized NN

architecture: 𝐴∗.
1 Conduct line 1-3 of Algorithm 1;
2 𝑖 ← 0; 𝑣𝑎𝑙nmse ← 0 [dB]; A ← {};
3 while 𝑖 < 𝐸search or 𝑛𝑜𝑡 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑒𝑑 do

// Searching stage
4 Conduct line 6-12 of Algorithm 1;
5 Calculate NMSE(SuperNet;Dtest) by (15);
6 if NMSE(SuperNet;Dtest) ≤ 𝑣𝑎𝑙nmse then
7 Update 𝑣𝑎𝑙nmse with NMSE(SuperNet;Dtest);
8 Derive the architecture 𝐴 based on the learned

𝜶;
9 if 𝑖 > 𝐸start record and |A| ≤ 𝑀record and 𝐴 ∉ A

then A ← {𝐴} ∪ A;
10 end
11 foreach 𝐴 ∈ A do

// Evaluating stage
12 Training architecture 𝐴 with dataset

Dtrain,𝛼 ∪ Dtrain,𝜔 from scratch;
13 Evaluate NMSE(𝐴;Dtest);
14 end
15 Derive the final optimal architecture

𝐴∗ = argmin
𝐴∈A

NMSE(𝐴;Dtest).

where s𝑑 denotes the dequantized compressed code given in
(3), and 𝐴 represents a trained CSI feedback NN architecture.

However, the hard criteria condition specified in Algorithm
1, which selects the output of the 𝐸search-th epoch as the
optimal solution, is not flexible enough and may result in
suboptimal structures due to convergence fluctuations. Fur-
thermore, our experiments have shown that increasing the
number of search rounds may not continuously improve the
sub-network performance and may actually lead to perfor-
mance degradation due to excessive searching. Therefore, we
introduce the early stopping and elastic selection mechanisms
in Algorithm 2 to prevent over-searching. Since the suitable
searching epochs number 𝐸search is also scenario-dependent
and cannot simply be fixed, we record the structure of the
output when SuperNet validates well, i.e., 𝐴 ∈ A, where A is
the set of candidate architectures. These elements are retrained
during the evaluation phase, and the final optimal architecture,
𝐴∗, is selected from A based on its evaluation performance.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we present details on the CSI dataset
simulation and NN training. We then compare Auto-CsiNet,
which is the architecture generated by the proposed automatic
generation scheme for scenario-customized CSI feedback ar-
chitecture, with manually designed works. We also investigate
the characteristics of the searched architecture with respect to
the searching time and scenario.
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TABLE III
BASIC PARAMETER SETTING IN SIMULATION.

Simulation platform QuaDRiGa COST2100

Dataset QuaDRiGa Scene 1
(Park)

QuaDRiGa Scene 2
(Commercial district) COST2100 Indoor COST2100 Outdoor

Antenna setting 32 ULA antennas at BS, single antenna at UE
Operating system FDD-OFDM system with 512 subcarriers FDD-OFDM system with 1024 subcarriers
Center frequency 2.655GHz 5.3GHz 300MHz

Bandwidth 20MHz 20MHz
Scenarios 3GPP-38.901-UMi-LOS 3GPP-38.901-UMi-NLOS

Not given in [13]Space correlation distant 20m
Scattering clusters number 5 20

Sampling range 20𝑚 × 20𝑚 20𝑚 × 20𝑚 400𝑚 × 400𝑚
Position of the sampling
area center relative to BS (10,-70) m (50,0) m (0,0) m

Sampling number 100,000 150,000
CSI Pretreatment 2D-DFT, sparse clipping (reserve nonzero 32 rows), normalized to real values in the range [0, 1]

TABLE IV
TRAINING SETTINGS FOR THE SEARCHING STAGE AND EVALUATION STAGE.

Searching stage Evaluation stage

Dataset
QuaDRiGa: |Dtrain,𝜔 | : |Dtrain,𝛼 | : |Dtest | = [0.5, 0.45, 0.05]
COST2100: |Dtrain,𝜔 | : |Dtrain,𝛼 | : |Dtest | = [10, 3, 2]
Quantization bits 𝐵 = 8, CR=1/4

QuaDRiGa: |Dtrain | : |Dval | : |Dtest | = [0.85, 0.10, 0.05]
COST2100: |Dtrain | : |Dval | : |Dtest | = [10, 3, 2]
Quantization bits 𝐵 = 8, CR=1/4 (by default)

Loss Architecture weight optimize: 𝐿2 regularization with 𝜆 of 3e-4;
NN parameter optimize: MSE NN parameter optimize: MSE

Learning rate
Architecture weight: Adam optimize, learning rate=6e-4;
NN parameter: Adam optimize, Exponential decay
(initial learning rate=3e-4, decay rate=0.97)

NN parameter: Adam optimize, Exponential decay
(initial learning rate=1e-3, decay rate=0.97)

Epochs 𝐸warm up = 20, 𝐸search = 400, 𝐸start record = 20 𝐸training = 1200

Cell settings
Inner node number={1,2,3,4,5,6}
Channel number = 8
Without residual connection (between the input node to the output)

Channel number = 7
With residual connection

GPU days 1 (Tesla V100) GPU × 0.4-1.0 days 1 (Tesla V100) GPU × 0.1 days

A. CSI Simulation and Training Configuration

1) Scenario Setup: For performance evaluation, we use four
datasets. The first two QuaDRiGa datasets were simulated
using QuaDRiGa software [36], and the last two COST2100
datasets were simulated using COST2100 simulation soft-
ware [37] and published by [13]. The simulation details are
presented in Table III, while the scenario characteristics are
discussed in Section II-C.

2) Training Configuration of Auto-CsiNet: Table IV
shows the training details for both the searching stage
(SuperNet training) and the evaluation stage (sub-network
training). In the searching stage, a search space based
on cells is created, where the number of internal nodes
is set as 1-6, and the cell’s channel value is set to
8. The channel value or width of a cell represents
the channel value of its internal nodes. The candidate
operators are as follows: zero, skip_connection,
sep_conv3x3, dil_conv3x3, dil_conv5x5,
conv3x3, conv1x5_5x1, conv1x9_9x1, which
mean none connection, identity mapping, depth-separable
convolution and dilated convolution, respectively. Note that
the cell structure used for building the SuperNet does not
include a residual connection between the input and output
nodes. This is because the candidate operators cannot be
fully trained with such a connection. However, the residual
connection is added to the searched cell structure during the
sub-network evaluation. The rest of the configurations in the
cell follow the standard cell-based methods proposed in [34],
[44].

After a warm-up period of 20 epochs, the formal search
stage is initiated, as described in Algorithm 1 and 2. Following
400 epochs of searching, a sub-optimal candidate architecture
set A with the scale 𝑀record = 20 is obtained, greatly reducing
the scale of the cell-based space from 2.89e12 (when inner
node number is 5) to 20. The sub-networks’ training and
evaluation follow the standard setup used in CsiNet [13].
Notably, the sub-network generated through the search process
need not be consistent with the SuperNet’s width. In this
experiment, the sub-network channel value is set to 7 by
default to compare with the manual design work [25]. The
experiment is performed using a single Tesla V100 GPU, and
the search stage takes 0.4-1.0 days (depending on the cell’s
node configuration), while the evaluation stage takes 1.0-2.0
days (which requires about a dozen sub-networks to be trained,
each taking approximately 0.1 days). Furthermore, if GPU
memory is sufficient, the search and evaluation stages can be
conducted in parallel to further reduce the time cost.

B. Experiments and Analysis

1) Effectiveness of Auto-CsiNet: There is a tradeoff be-
tween NN complexity and performance, and a practical cell
structure can achieve a better balance between the two. To
compare the tradeoff effectiveness between NAS-CsiNet and
manual-designed networks, we compare the performance of
Auto-CsiNet with that of CS-CsiNet [13], CS-CsiNet+ [23],
CS-CRNet [25] and CS-MRFNet [27]. For comparison, we
use the RefineNet in CsiNet-M1 [23], the CRBlock [25],
and the MRFBlock [27] as the cell structure in CS-CsiNet+,
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Fig. 5. Balance of cell complexity and NN performance of Auto-CsiNet series (N1-N6) in QuaDRiGa scene 1/2 and COST2100 Indoor/Outdoor scenarios
at CR = 1/4 and 𝐵 = 8.

CS-CRNet, and CS-MRFNet, respectively. The cell width
is set to 7 for all networks. We conduct the search on
four scenario datasets (QuaDRiGa Scene 1/2 and COST2100
Indoor/Outdoor) and obtain the corresponding Auto-CsiNet
series (N1-N6) with a variety of internal nodes in the cell
structure. The results are shown in Figure 5, where the
different models are marked by different colors, and the radius
represents the complexity of the cell structure. Note that the
cell complexity is affected by the number of internal nodes
and the operator selection. On the balance diagram for all
scenarios, the NAS-CsiNet series are located at the lower
left equilibrium points compared to the artificial-designed
networks. For example, Auto-CsiNet-N1 surpasses CS-CsiNet
or CS-CRNet in NMSE performance and is more lightweight.
These results demonstrate that Auto-CsiNet can exceed the
performance and efficiency of the manual-designed NN, thus
verifying the effectiveness of Auto-CsiNet.

In addition, it is worth noting that the manual-designed CS-
CRNet [25] can be represented in the search space, specifically
the CRBlock in CS-CRNet is one of the candidate structures
for NAS search with N3 configuration (as shown in Figure
6). Thus, as the optimal search result, Auto-CsiNet-N3 can
achieve a better balance point than CS-CRNet within the
same search space. This demonstrates that NAS can quickly
search for the optimal solution in the search space with a
reasonable and efficient optimization strategy. In this approach,
PC-DARTS is utilized to employ GD-based optimization and
the weight-sharing strategy to speed up the search. Compared
with the inefficient random trial and error process of manually
designed NN structure, this approach can traverse 4.72e6
[calculate by (9)] candidate structures in a limited time, and its
valid and orderly traversal process also ensures its searching
efficiency.

This advantage also explains why Auto-CsiNet can outper-
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TABLE V
NMSE PERFORMANCE AND RUNNING TIME OF AUTO-CSINET VS. MANUAL-DESIGNED NETWORKS ON COST2100 INDOOR DATASET WITH A

QUANTIZATION BIT OF 𝐵 = 8. RUNNING TIME IS MEASURED AT CR=1/4.

CR CS-CsiNet
[13]

CS-CRNet
[25]

CS-CsiNet+
[23]

CS-MRFNet
[27]

Auto-CsiNet
N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6

NMSE [dB]

1/4 -11.99 -13.34 -13.90 -14.13 -14.56 -15.31 -15.86 -16.36 -17.09 -17.85
1/8 -7.95 -9.80 -9.98 -9.27 -9.52 -10.07 -10.32 -10.79 -11.05 -10.91
1/16 -4.95 -5.82 -5.61 -6.02 -5.68 -5.68 -6.56 -6.79 -6.45 -6.40
1/32 -3.03 -3.71 -3.31 -3.76 -4.00 -4.17 -4.32 -4.52 -4.55 -4.47
1/64 -2.46 -2.29 -3.02 -3.04 -2.11 -2.03 -2.22 -3.02 -3.21 -3.30

running time per sample [s] 4.36e-02 4.62e-02 4.36e-02 4.73e-02 4.60e-02 4.65e-02 4.67e-02 5.04e-02 4.97e-02 4.86e-02
Cell complxity in FLOPs [M] 1.62 1.91 4.37 7.78 0.90 3.91 3.06 4.30 3.32 6.07

TABLE VI
NMSE PERFORMANCE OF NNS AT CR=1/4 ON COST2100 INDOOR DATASET USING UNIFORM QUANTIZATION WITH VARIOUS QUANTIZATION BITS.

Quantization bits CS-CsiNet
[13]

CS-CRNet
[25]

CS-CsiNet+
[23]

CS-MRFNet
[27]

Auto-CsiNet
𝐵 N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6

4 -10.86 -12.29 -12.77 -12.91 -14.06 -14.39 -14.82 -15.43 -16.62 -16.48
8 -11.99 -13.34 -13.90 -14.13 -14.56 -15.31 -15.86 -16.36 -17.09 -17.85

32 -12.22 -13.93 -14.86 -15.40 -15.72 -15.92 -16.42 -17.23 -17.98 -18.21

32x32x2

Conv3x3
Conv5x1_1x5

Conv9x1_1x9

Concat

Add

(a) CRBlock

c_{k-2}

c_{k-1}

0conv_3x3

1conv_5x1_1x5

c_{k}residual connect

2
conv_9x1_1x9

concat conv_1x1

(b) DAG(CRBlock)

Fig. 6. CRBlock representation in the search space.

form manually designed networks such as MRFBlock [27]
when the cell structure is relatively complex. Large capacity
networks experience a diminishing marginal effect, meaning
that increasing model size yields diminishing returns, which
is more pronounced in artificially designed networks. The size
of the search space expands exponentially with the number of
inner nodes of the cell, making it more difficult to manually
design the network structure. Due to the limited capacity to
traverse sub-networks manually in the large-scale search space,
the probability of selecting the optimal solution is minimal.
Therefore, powerful NAS is necessary to quickly traverse more
sub-networks and reduce the diminishing marginal effect of
complex units to a certain extent.

Additional results are presented in Tables V and VI, demon-
strating a certain level of generalization with respect to the CR
and quantization bits 𝐵. The proposed scheme proves effective
even with minor deviations in the settings of CR and 𝐵 during
the search and evaluation stages. Table V also details the
network’s practical running time per sample, tested on a Tesla
V100 GPU with a batch size of 1. Notably, these results do not
consistently align with the ranking of cell-FLOPs complexity.
Factors such as data read, memory usage, and GPU occupancy
affect this discrepancy. It is also attributed to the parallel
operation of each branch in the multi-branch cell structure,
where the network’s runtime is determined by the longest-
running branch, rather than the number of branches. Despite
having higher cell complexity, Auto-CsiNet-N6 exhibits a
shorter runtime than Auto-CsiNet-N4. The calculation of cell

FLOPs complexity involves the sum of the complexities of all
operators/layers.

Figure 7(a) showcases the average spectral efficiency of
the MISO-OFDM system, which employs a zero-forcing pre-
coding scheme. The spectral efficiency results are influenced
by the performance of the decoder network used for CSI
reconstruction. The NMSE performance of these decoder
networks is detailed in Table V. We compare the state-of-
the-art (SOTA) manually designed model, CS-MRFNet [27],
with Auto-CsiNet-N5, highlighting their spectral efficiency
values at an SNR of 11 dB. The performance gain ratio is
approximately 2.47% (a gain of 0.186 bits/s/Hz over 7.531
bits/s/Hz). This gain is attributed solely to modifications in
the decoder network structure for CSI reconstruction.

Furthermore, Figure 7(b) illustrates the effect of training
dataset size on network performance. The performance ranking
is hardly affected by the training set size, ensuring the pro-
posed scheme’s effectiveness in search without large datasets.
Although reducing training samples only yields approximate
performance with reduced accuracy, it has negligible effects
on decision-making in the search process, i.e., architecture
weight optimization. This result also validates the strategy that
a reduced training set can further accelerate model evaluation
in NAS [46].

2) Gain for Scenario Customization: Due to the high
cost of manual design work, it can often be challenging to
customize NN structures to fit specific scenarios. The aim
of Auto-CsiNet proposed in this paper is not only to replace
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Fig. 8. Comparison of manually-designed NN and scenario-customized Auto-
CsiNet-N5 at CR = 1/4 and 𝐵 = 8.

manual design work with AutoML but also to obtain scenario-
specific NN architectures conveniently by adopting low-cost
NAS methods, thereby unleashing the maximum potential of
NN for this task.

In Figure 8, we compare Auto-CsiNet-N5 with two
artificially-designed NNs, CS-CsiNet and CS-SimpleCNN.
CS-SimpleCNN’s decoder only contains a dense layer and
a 3x3 convolutional layer, that is, CS-CsiNet removes two
RefineNet units. We use Auto-CsiNet-N5 as an example of
the Auto-CsiNet series to show the experimental comparison
results, and the performance of other models in the Auto-
Csinet-Nx series are shown in Figure 5. Auto-CsiNet-N5s
are searched on the QuaDRiGa Scene 1/2 and COST2100
Indoor/Outdoor tasks, and the architectures are depicted in
Figure 9, while the manually-designed networks are general-
purpose for all tasks.

The results demonstrate that a universal network is not
adequate for all tasks, as the NN structure has limited gener-

alization and may not show the same superiority for different
tasks. For instance, while CS-CsiNet is more complex than
CS-SimpleCNN, it cannot outperform CS-SimpleCNN on all
tasks. CS-SimpleCNN performs better in the QuaDRiGa scene
1 and COST2100 Indoor scenario. In contrast, the customized-
designed Auto-CsiNet-N5s achieve the highest performance
for the specific scenario. The concept of scene-specific cus-
tomization of Auto-CsiNet can be viewed as giving up the
generalization of the NN structure in exchange for greater
potential for performance improvement so that the NN can
unleash its maximum potential for the given scenario.

3) Architecture Characteristic Analysis: Figure 10 illus-
trates the effect of the scenario on the architecture by dis-
playing the search results of Auto-CsiNet-N3 on QuaDRiGa
Scene 1 and Scene 2 (first two subfigures). It also compares
the cell configuration effect by examining Auto-CsiNet-N3 and
Auto-CsiNet-N6 searched on QuaDRiGa Scene 2 (last two
subfigures). In each subfigure, the bar represents the proportion
of the simplest operator (skip_connection) or the most
complex operator (conv1x9_9x1) within a cell, and the line
depicts the the NMSE performance of the sub-network at each
period in the search process.

In the first two subfigures of Figure 10, it is observed
that complex operators, such as conv1x9_9x1 with a high
parameter number, are more likely to appear in the search
structure of complex scenes with high PSE. On the contrary,
simple operators like skip_connection are more likely
to appear in the search results of simple scenes. Comparing
Auto-CsiNet-N3 and Auto-CsiNet-N6 searched on a same
scenario dataset, the probability of the complex convolution
is higher than the parameter-free operation in Auto-CsiNet-
N3, indicating that operator conv1x9_9x1 can bring more
gain to the sub-network than operator skip_connection.
In Auto-CsiNet-N6, the opposite is true, demonstrating that
NAS can alleviate network degradation to some extent.

Throughout the search process, several patterns in the
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Fig. 9. Architectures of scenario-customized Auto-CsiNet-N5 at CR = 1/4 and 𝐵 = 8.

searched structures were identified. Firstly, the probability of
convolutions is higher than skip_connection, with large-
kernel convolutions being more likely to appear than small-
kernel ones. This is consistent with the manual design expe-
rience, where large kernel sizes enable a large receptive field
[14], [23]–[25]. Secondly, the probability of zero occurring is
almost zero, indicating that NAS tends to assemble operations
in parallel rather than in series, as zero interrupts information
flow in the SuperNet, resulting in a low score. Thirdly, the cell
complexity (number of inner nodes 𝑁) cannot be set to infinity,
as overlarge 𝑁 leads to network degradation, as observed with
Auto-CsiNet-N7 performing worse than Auto-CsiNet-N6 due
to network degradation.

Figure 10 also reflects the degradation of sub-network
performance caused by excessive search. The X-axis indicates
the search time point, represented by the number of search
epochs, at which the sub-network with optimal performance
appears. As the performance of the sub-network fluctuates
with the search time, and the appropriate search time varies
depending on the scenarios or cell configurations, only a sub-
optimal structure can be obtained with a fixed search time.
This issue can be addressed through the use of the early stop
and elastic selection strategy outlined in Algorithm 2.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper focuses on the design of NN architectures for
intelligent CSI feedback. To address the main challenges in
manual design, we propose an automatic generation scheme
for NN structures using NAS to substitute the laborious
process of adjusting hyperparameters in manual design work.
This approach enables a standardized and convenient process
for scene-specific customization of NN architectures and in-
tegrates implicit scene knowledge from the CSI feature distri-
bution into the architecture design in a data-driven manner.

To reduce the threshold for implementing NAS and its
resource consumption in CSI feedback, we employ an efficient
gradient descent-based NAS, namely the PC-DARTS method
[34], and control the scale of the search space by constructing
it based on CS-CsiNet [13]. This helps in controlling and
reducing the search cost, and the scheme can be easily im-
plemented in practice. Additionally, we observe that excessive
searching leads to a degradation in performance of the search
structure. To address this, we further improve the scheme by
adopting the early stopping and elastic selection mechanisms.

The resulting searched NN structure, referred to as Auto-
CsiNet, outperforms manually designed NN architectures in
terms of performance and complexity, validating the effec-
tiveness of the proposed automatic scheme. Furthermore, the
scene-specific Auto-CsiNets surpass the manually designed
general NN architectures in the given scenes, demonstrat-
ing that the proposed scheme achieves scenario-specific cus-
tomization to maximize performance. The searched NN struc-
ture is also consistent with the experience of human design,
such as the observation that complex scenes require a larger
receptive field. NAS can also alleviate network degradation
during the search process if the cell is set to be too complex.

For future work, it is important to consider practical deploy-
ment issues. For example, in future communication networks,
edge servers will determine the NN architectures for various
application scenarios, and limitations such as the power of
hardware devices and requirements for latency should be taken
into account when selecting suitable candidate operation sets.
Depth-separable convolution serves as an example of a can-
didate operation set that is suitable for lightweight networks
and can be easily deployed on mobile devices.
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