arXiv:2403.05793v2 [eess.SP] 29 Mar 2024

Performance Bounds for Passive Sensing in Asynchronous ISAC Systems – Appendices

Jingbo Zhao, Zhaoming Lu, J. Andrew Zhang, Senior Member, IEEE, Weicai Li, Yifeng Xiong, Zijun Han, Xiangming Wen, Senior Member, IEEE and Tao Gu, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—This document contains the appendices for our paper titled “Performance Bounds for Passive Sensing in Asynchronous ISAC Systems.” The appendices include rigorous derivations of key formulas, detailed proofs of the theorems and propositions introduced in the paper, and details of the algorithm tested in the numerical simulation for validation. These appendices aim to support and elaborate on the findings and methodologies presented in the main text. All external references to equations, theorems, and so forth, are directed towards the corresponding elements within the main paper.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF CSI AS A SUFFICIENT STATISTIC FOR PATH PARAMETERS

Consider a MIMO-OFDM ISAC system with M_T transmitting antennas, M_R receiving antennas, and K subcarriers. Focusing on the k-th subcarrier, the system transmit a reference signal (training sequence) X_k ∈ C^{MT ×N} , (N ≥ M_T) to acquire the corresponding CSI estimate Ĥ_k ∈ C^{R×T} using the least square approach, where N represents the number of transmitted symbols of the reference signal on each subcarrier. Assume a semi-unitary reference signal matrix, X_kX^†_k = I, to achieve the optimum channel estimation performance [1]. The total estimated CSI tensor is a stack of Ĥ_k across all K subcarriers, denoted as Ĥ ∈ C^{MR ×MT×K} . Similarly, the actual channel state tensor is a stack of the actual channel state matrices H_k(Θ) across all K subcarriers, denoted as H(Θ) ∈ C^{MR ×MT×K} , parameterized by the path parameter set (Θ). The system uses the estimated CSI Ĥ as one of the snapshots to conduct sensing application, via explicitly estimating the path parameter set Θ or extracting feature signals using machine learning techniques.

The received signal on the k-the subcarrier is given by Y_k ∈ C^{MR ×N} , Y_k = H_k(Θ) · X_k + n, (A.1)

This document is a supplement to the paper “Performance Bounds for Passive Sensing in Asynchronous ISAC Systems.”

This work was supported in part by Beijing Natural Science Foundation under Grant JQ21035, in part by National Key R&D Program of China under Grant 2022YFB2601803. (Corresponding author: Zhaoming Lu) Jingbo Zhao, Zhaoming Lu, Weicai Li, Yifeng Xiong, Zijun Han and Xiangming Wen are with the School of Information and Communication Engineering, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing, China. (e-mail: {zhjb, lzy0372, liweicai, yifengxiong, zijunhan, xiangmw}@bupt.edu.cn).

J. Andrew Zhang is with the School of Electrical and Data Engineering, University of Technology Sydney. (e-mail: andrew.zhang@uts.edu.au) Tao Gu is with the School of Computing, Macquarie University. (e-mail:

tao.gu@mq.edu.au)

where n is the i.i.d. complex Gaussian noise on the raw received signal. We also express the total received signal as the stack of Y_k across all subcarriers, denoted as Y ∈ C^{MR ×N×K} . The corresponding CSI estimate on the k-th subcarrier by the LS approach is given by

Ĥ_k(Y_k) = Y_k · X^†_k, (A.2)

and we express the total CSI estimate tensor by stacking Ĥ_k(Y_k) across all K subcarriers, denoted as Ĥ(Y ).

Upon the assumption that the noise is independent across subcarriers, The probability density function of the total received signal Y is given by (A.3) at the bottom of next page. According to the Neyman-Fisher factorization theorem [2], one may now see that the CSI, Ĥ(Y ), is a sufficient statistic for Θ.

APPENDIX B EXPRESSION OF THE JOINT FIM

From (10) and (11), the joint FIM in the single-carrier model, J^{S,Full}, is structured as

J^{S,Full}=

J^S_{θd,θd} J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r} J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i} J^S_{θd,dr} J^S_{θd,di} J^S_{θd,φo}

J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r}^⊺ J^S_hS_{s,r,h}S_{s,r} J^S_hS_{s,r,h}S_{s,i} J^S_hS_{s,r,dr} J^S_hS_{s,r,di} J^S_hS_{s,r,φo}

J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i}^⊺ J^S_hS_{s,r,h}S_{s,i}^⊺ J^S_hS_{s,i,h}S_{s,i} J^S_hS_{s,i,dr} J^S_hS_{s,i,di} J^S_hS_{s,i,φo}

J^S_{θd,dr}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i}^⊺ J^S_{dr,dr} J^S_{dr,di} J^S_{dr,φo}

J^S_{θd,di}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i}^⊺ J^S_{dr,di}^⊺ J^S_{di,di} J^S_{di,φo}

J^S_{θd,φo}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r}^⊺ J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i}^⊺ J^S_{dr,φo}^⊺ J^S_{di,φo}^⊺ J^S_{φo,φo}

, (B.1)

where the submatrices are given by

J^S_{θd,θd} = |b_θ(θ_d)|^2 |d|^2

J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,r} = ℜ { (d^†1_{T ×1}) · b_θ(θ_d)^† }

J^S_{θd,h}S_{s,i} = −ℑ { (d^†1_{T ×1}) · b_θ(θ_d)^† }

J^S_{θd,dr} = ℜ {( b_θ(θ_d)^†a_θ(θ_d) ) · d^† }

J^S_{θd,di} = −ℑ {( b_θ(θ_d)^†a_θ(θ_d) ) · d^† } J^S_{θd,φo} = − ℑ {( b_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s ) · d^† + ( b_θ(θ_d)^†a_θ(θ_d) ) · d^† · diag(d) } J^S_hS_{s,r ,h}S_{s,r} = T · I_{M×M}

J^S_hS_{s,r ,h}S_{s,i} = 0

J^S_hS_{s,r ,dr} = ℜ {a_θ(θ_d) · 1_{1×T} }

J^S_hS_{s,r ,di} = −ℑ {a_θ(θ_d) · 1_{1×T} }

J^S_hS_{s,r ,φo} = −ℑ { h^S_s · 1_{1×T} + a_θ(θ_d) · d^⊺ } J^S_hS_{s,i,h}S_{s,i} = T · I_{M×M}

J^S_hS_{s,i,dr} = ℑ {a_θ(θ_d) · 1_{1×T} }

J^S_hS_{s,i,di} = ℜ {a_θ(θ_d) · 1_{1×T} }

J^S_hS_{s,i,φo} = ℜ { h^S_s · 1_{1×T} + a_θ(θ_d) · d^⊺ } J^S_{dr ,dr} = M · I_{T ×T}

J^S_{dr ,di} = 0

J^S_{dr ,φo} = −ℑ { diag ( a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s · 1_{T ×1} + M · d )} J^S_{di,di} = M · I_{T ×T}

J^S_{dr ,φo} = −ℜ { diag ( a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s · 1_{T ×1} + M · d )}

J^S_{φo ,φo} = ℜ { I_{T ×T}

⊙ (( h^S_s ·1_{1×T} + a_θ(θ_d)·d^⊺ )_†( h^S_s ·1_{1×T} + a_θ(θ_d)·d^⊺ )) } . (B.2)

APPENDIX C AN EXAMPLE OF MATRIX U FOR CONSTRAINED CRBS

The value of matrix U^S is not unique. We provide an example of legitimate constructions,

U^S =

I_{(2M+1)×(2M+1)} 0 0 0 0 U_{sub} 0 0 0 0 U_{sub} 0 0 0 0 U_{sub}

, (C.1)

where U_{sub} is given by

U_{sub} =

[_1 T + √ T · 1_{(T −1)×(T −1)} − I 1√ T · 1_{1×(T −1)} ] . (C.2)

APPENDIX D PROOF OF THE CRAMÉR-RAO INEQUALITY FOR THE HRCRBS

According to the classic Cramér-Rao inequality,

Cov_ψ − J^{−1}_ψ ≥ 0, (D.1) where Cov_ψ is the error covariance matrix of any unbiased estimate of ψ, Cov_ψ = [ Cov_{ψa,ψa} Cov_{ψa ,ψb} Cov^⊺_{ψa ,ψb} Cov_{ψb,ψb} ] . (D.2)

Since the leftside of (D.1) is positive semi-definite, its principal submatrice is also semipositive, i.e., Cov_{ψa,ψa} − [ J^{−1}_ψ ] 1:L_a,1:L_a

≥ 0 (D.3)

Taking expectation over ψ_b on both sides yields Cov_{ψa} ≥ [ E_{ψ b} { J^{−1}_ψ }] 1:L_a,1:L_a

, (D.4)

where Cov_{ψa} = E_{ψ b} { Cov_{ψa ,ψa} } is the error covariance matrix of any unbiased estimate of ψ_a, considering the randomness of ψ_b. This validates the last inequality of (17).

The second inequality of (17), [ E_{ψ b} {J_ψ}^{−1} ] 1:L_a,1:L_a ≤ [ E_{ψ b} { J^{−1}_ψ }] 1:L_a,1:L_a

, (D.5)

can be established via Jensen’s inequality.

We now prove the first inequality of (17). Since J_{ψb ,ψb} is positive semi-definite, E_{ψb} { J_{ψa,ψb} } E_{ψb} { J_{ψb,ψb} }_{−1} E_{ψb} { J_{ψa ,ψb} }_⊺ is also positive semi-definite. Thus, we can establish

E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψa} } ≥ E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψa} } −E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψb} } E_{ψ b} { J_{ψb,ψb} }_{−1} E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa ,ψb} }_⊺ . (D.6) According to the monotone property of the matrix inverse [3],

E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψa} }_{−1} ≤ ( E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψa} } −E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψb} } E_{ψ b} { J_{ψb,ψb} }_{−1} E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψb} }_⊺)−1 . (D.7) Applying the Schur complement to the expectation of the FIM over ψ_b, we can establish [ E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa} }_{−1}] 1:L_a,1:L_a = ( E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa ,ψa} } −E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψb} } E_{ψ b} { J_{ψb,ψb} }_{−1} E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa ,ψb} }_⊺)−1 . (D.8) Substituting (D.8) into (D.7), we can obtain

E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa,ψa} }_{−1} ≤ [ E_{ψ b} { J_{ψa} }_{−1}] 1:L_a,1:L_a

, (D.9)

which completes the proof.

p_Y (Y ; Θ) = K∏ k=1 1 √ (2π)^{MR N} M_RN exp ( − 1 2 tr [( Y_k − H_k(Θ) · X_k )( Y_k − H_k(Θ) · X_k )_†])

= 1 √ (2π)^{MR NK} M^K_R N^K exp ( − 1 2 K∑ k=1 tr [ Y_kY^†_k ])

h(Y ) · exp ( − 1 2 K∑ k=1 tr [ H_k(Θ)H^†_k(Θ) ] + K∑ k=1 ℜ { tr [ Ĥ_k(Y_k)H^†_k (Θ) ]})

g(Ĥ(Y ),Θ) .

(A.3)

APPENDIX E DERIVATION OF THE DYNAMIC PATH AOA HRCRB

From the reordered FIM (19), the entry J^S_{θd,θd} is given in (B.2), and submatrices J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t and J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t and are given by (E.1) at the bottom.

Dividing the re-ordered FIM in (19) into blocks,

J^S = [ A B^⊺ B C ] = J^S_{θd,θd} J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1 · · · J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1^⊺ J^S_ψS_{1,ψ}S_1 0 . . .. . J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T^⊺ 0 J^S_ψS_{T ,ψ}S_T ,

(E.2) the equivalent Fisher information of θ_d is given by the Schur complement,

J^{S,equ}_{θd} = A − B^⊺C^{−1}B. (E.3)

Since C is a block diagonal matrix,

J^{S,equ}_{θd}

= J^S_{θd,θd} −

J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1 . . J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T

⊺ J^S_ψS_{1,ψ}S_1^{−1} 0 .. . 0 J^S_ψS_{T ,ψ}S_T^{−1}

J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1 . . J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T

= J^S_{θd,θd} − T∑ t=1 J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t^{−1}J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t^⊺.

(E.4) The matrix inverse J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t^{−1} is given by (E.5) at the bottom of the page, where χ = a_θ(θ_d)^† h^S_s +Md_t. Substituting (E.1) and (E.5) into (E.4), the expression of J^{S,equ}_{θd} is given by (E.6) at the bottom of the page. Therefrom, by finding the expectation of (E.6) over d and then finding the inverse, (24) is obtained, which completes the derivation of the HRCRB.

Inequality (30) holds according to Proposition 2.

APPENDIX F PROOF OF THEOREM 1

For brevity, we denote a_θ(θ) and b_θ(θ) as a and b respectively.

ρ^S_θ can be expressed as

ρ^S_θ = (1 − Ξ/ (2ΓΛ))^{−1} , (F.1)

where Γ ≜ |a|^2 |b|^2 − |a^†b|^2, Δ ≜ |a|^2 | |h^S_s | |^2 − |a†h^S_s |2, and Ξ ≜ | |(b^†aa^† − a^†ab^†)h^S_s | |^2.

Apparently, Δ ≥ 0, Ξ ≥ 0, and due to the geometry of the antenna array, Γ > 0. It is evident that 1 ≤ ρ^S_θ .

The remaining part of the inequality in (27) is equivalent to

ρ^S_θ ≤ 2 ⇐⇒ Ξ ≤ ΓΔ. (F.2)

According to the Binet–Cauchy identity, Γ = ∑ 1≤i<j≤M (a_ib_j − a_j b_i) ( a^∗_i b^∗_j − a^∗_j b^∗_i ) = |Λ_{ab}|^2 /2, (F.3)

where Λ_{ab} = vec (a · b^⊺ − b · a^⊺) .

Similarly, we have Δ=^1_2 | | |Λ_{ah}S_s | | |^2 and Ξ=^1_4 | | |Λ^⊺_{ah}S_s · Λba | | |^2.

Substituting Γ, Δ, and Ξ into (F.2), we equivalently require the following inequality is true: | |Λ^†_{ab} · Λ_{ahSs} | |^2 ≤ |Λ_{ab}|^2 | | |Λ_{ah}S_s | | |^2 . (F.4)

Equation (F.4) can be established via the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, which completes the proof.

APPENDIX G DERIVATION OF THE DYNAMIC PATH CGS AHRCRB

We first prove (29). By moving the parameters corresponding to the t-th snapshot, ψ^S_t , to the rear of the parameter vector, the corresponding FIM after reordering is given by (G.1) at the bottom of the page. Dividing the FIM into blocks as shown

J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t = 1 σ^2 M 0 −ℑ { a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s + Md_t } 0 M ℜ { a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s + Md_t } −ℑ { a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s + Md_t } ℜ { a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s + Md_t } | |h^S_s + aθ(θd) dt | | |^2

(E.1a)

J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t = 1 σ^2 [ ℜ { a_θ(θ_d)^† b_θ(θ_d) d_t } ℑ { a_θ(θ_d)^† b_θ(θ_d) d_t } −ℑ { b_θ(θ_d)^† a_θ(θ_d) d^∗d + b_θ(θ_d)^† h_sd^∗_t }] (E.1b)

J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t^{−1} = σ^2 M ( |a_θ(θ_d)|^2 | |h^S_s | |^2 − | |aθ(θd)^† h^S_s | |^2 ) · ℑ {χ}^2 −ℜ {χ} ℑ {χ} Mℑ {χ} −ℜ {χ} ℑ {χ} ℜ {χ}^2 −Mℜ {χ} Mℑ {χ} −Mℜ {χ} M^2 + σ^2 M 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ,

where χ = a_θ(θ_d)^† h^S_s + Md_t (E.5)

J^{S,equ}_{θd} = |d|^2 σ^2M ( |a_θ(θ_d)|^2|b_θ(θ_d)|^2 − | |a_θ(θ_d)†b_θ(θ_d) | |^2 ) − K∑ t=1 ℑ {( b_θ(θ_d)^†a_θ(θ_d) a_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s − a_θ(θ_d)^†a_θ(θ_d) b_θ(θ_d)^†h^S_s ) d^∗_t }_2

σ^2M ( |a_θ(θ_d)|^2 | | |h^S_s | | |^2 − | | |aθ(θd)^† h^S_s | | |^2 ) (E.6) in (G.1), the EFIM of ψ^S_t is given by

J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} = J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t − ED^{−1}E^⊺

= J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t − J^S_{θ,ψ}S_t^⊺ [ D^{−1} ] 1,1 J^S_{θ,ψ}S_t .

(G.2)

Further applying Schur complement to [ D^{−1} ] 1,1, and following a line of reasoning similar to that in (E.4), we obtain [ D^{−1} ] 1,1 = ( J^S_{θ,θ} − ∑ ι∈[1...T ]\{t} J^S_{θ,ψ}S_ι J^S_ψS_{ι ,ψ}S_ι^{−1}J^S_{θ,ψ}S_ι^⊺ )_{−1} . (G.3)

Thus, J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} is given by

J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} = J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t

− J^S_{θ,ψ}S_t^⊺ ( J^S_{θ,θ} − ∑ ι∈[1...T ]\{t} J^S_{θ,ψ}S_ι J^S_ψS_{ι,ψ}S_ι^{−1}J^S_{θ,ψ}S_ι^⊺ )_{−1} J^S_{θ,ψ}S_t .

(G.4)

Define vector d_{\t} = [d_1, . . . , d_{t−1}, d_{t+1} . . . , d_T ]^⊺. The expectation of [ D^{−1} ] 1,1 over d_{\t} is closely related to the dynamic path AoA HRCRB, E_{d \t} {[ D^{−1} ] 1,1 } (G.5a) = E_{d \t} { ( J^S_{θd,θd} − ∑ ι∈[1...T ]\{t} J^S_{θd,ψ}S_ι J^S_ψS_{ι,ψ}S_ι^{−1}J^S_{θd,ψ}S_ι^⊺ )_{−1} } (G.5b)

= E_{d \t} {( J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d + |d_t|^2 σ^2M ( |a_θ(θ_d)|^2|b(θ_d)|^2 − |a_θ(θ_d)^†b(θ_d)|^2 ))−1 }

(G.5c) ≤ E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d −1} , (G.5d)

where E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d −1} in (G.5d) is in accordance with

the CRB of dynamic path AoA estimation, E_d { J^{S,equ}_{θd}^{−1} } , except that the t-th snapshot is excluded from the observation. As T tends to infinity, E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d −1} tends to zero, and lim T →+∞ E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d −1} =0. Finding the limit of (G.5d) as T

tends to infinity, 0 ≤ lim_{T →+∞}E_{d \t} {[ D^{−1} ] 1,1 } ≤ lim T →+∞ E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ,\t} θ_d −1} , (G.6) thus, lim_{T →+∞}E_{d \t} {[ D^{−1} ] 1,1 } = 0.

Finding the expectation of (G.2) over d and then the limit as T tends to infinity, the asymptotic EFIM of ψ^S_t is given by

J^{equ,asym} S,ψ^S_t = lim T →+∞ E_d { J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} }

= E_{dt} { lim T →+∞ E_{d \t} { J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} }}

= E_{dt} { J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t −J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t^⊺J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t· lim_{T →+∞}E_{d \t} {[ D^{−1} ] 1,1 }}

= E_{dt} { J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t } , (G.7) which completes the proof of (29).

Then, we prove (31). Substitute lim_{T →+∞}E_d { J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} } from (29)

into (30),

AHRCRB^S_d

= lim T →+∞ 1 T ·E_d {_T ∑ t=1 Tr ([ J^{S,equ}_{ψSt}^{−1} ] 1:2,1:2 )}

= lim T →+∞ 1 T T∑ t=1 Tr [( lim T →+∞ E_d { J^{S,equ}_{ψSt} })−1 ] 1:2,1:2

= lim T →+∞ 1 T E_d {_T ∑ t=1 Tr ([ J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t^{−1} ] 1:2,1:2 )}

(G.8) where J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t^{−1} is given in (E.5). Further substitute J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t^{−1} from (E.5) into (G.8), and due to the circularly symmetric distribution of the entries of d,

AHRCRB^S_d

= lim T →+∞ 1 T T∑ t=1 E_{dt} 2σ^2 M + σ^2 M · | |aθ(θd)^† h^S_s + Mdt | |^2 | | |aθ(θd) | | |^2 | | |h^S_s | | |^2− | | |aθ(θd)^†h^S_s | | |^2

= 2σ^2 M + σ^2 M · | |aθ(θd)^† h^S_s | |^2 + M^2Pd | | |aθ(θd) | | |^2 | | |h^S_s | | |^2 − | | |aθ(θd)^† h^S_s | | |^2 , (G.9)

J^S = [ D E^⊺ E J^S_ψS_{t,ψ}S_t ] =

J^S_{θd,θd} J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1 · · · J^S_{θd,ψ}S_{t−1} J^S_{θd,ψ}S_{t+1} · · · J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t

J^S_{θd,ψ}S_1^⊺ J^S_ψS_{1 ,ψ}S_1 0 . . .. . 0 J^S_{θd,ψ}S_{t−1}^⊺ J^S_ψS_{t−1 ,ψ}S_{t−1} . . J^S_{θd,ψ}S_{t+1}^⊺ J^S_ψS_{t+1 ,ψ}S_{t+1} . . 0 .. . J^S_{θd,ψ}S_T^⊺ J^S_ψS_{T ,ψ}S_T 0

J^S_{θd,ψ}S_t^⊺ 0 · · · 0 J^S_ψS_{t ,ψ}S_t

, (G.1)

Next, we prove (32). According to the classic Cramér-Rao inequality, E_ϵ {| |d̂ − d | |^2 } ≥ T∑ t=1 Tr ([ J^{S,equ}_{ψSt}^{−1} ] 1:2,1:2 ) . (G.10)

Find the expectation over d, divide both sides by T , and find the limit as T tends to infinity, lim T →+∞ 1 T E_{ϵ,d} {| |d̂ − d | |^2 }

≥ lim T →+∞ 1 T E_d {_T∑ t=1 Tr ([ J^{S,equ}_{ψSt}^{−1} ] 1:2,1:2 ) } . (G.11) Thus, lim_{T →∞} MSE_d ≥ AHRCRB^S_d, (G.12)

which completes the proof.

APPENDIX H COMPARED DYNAMIC PATH CGS ESTIMATION ALGORITHM

The detailed procedures of the compared dynamic path CGS estimation algorithm are as follow:

Step 1. AoA Estimation: Obtain the AoA parameter estimation θ̂ using the MUSIC algorithm.

Step 2. Beam space Division: Divide the beam space C^M into two orthogonal subspaces spanned by column vector sets A and B respectively. A is constructed directly with the streering vector of the estimated AoA, A ←^aθ^{(θ̂)}/|aθ(^^θ)|; apply singular value decomposition to A, A = UΣV^†, and B ∈ C^{M ×(M−1)} is composed of the columns of U that corresponds to the M − 1 zero singular values. Consequently, A spans the subspace containing the dynamic path component, and B spans the nullspace of the dynamic path.

Step 3. Dynamic Component Mitigation: Mitigate the dynamic path component by projecting the array signal into the nullspace, H_p ← B^†H^S. The result is the projection of the static path signals, H_p =B^†h^S_s · e^{jφ⊺o} + n, where n is the i.i.d. Gaussian noise.

Step 4. Random Phase Offset Estimation: Apply maximalratio combining to the projection from the M −1 dimensions of the nullspace, h_q ← w^†H_p, where w is the complex weight vector. Apply eigenvalue decomposition to the correlation matrix^1_K H_p^†H_p, and w is given by the normalized eigenvector corresponding to the non-zero eigenvalue. The combined projection can be seen as an estimation of the differential random phase offset in the exponential form, h_q = h_p ·e^{jφ⊺o} +n, where h_p is a complex scalar. The differential random phase offset is given by φ̂_o ← ∠h_q. To implement the constraint (7b), φ̂_o ← φ̂_o −^1_T 1_{T ×T} · φ̂_o.

Step 5. Phase Compensation: Compensate the random phase offset, H_c ← H^S · diag ( e^{−j·φ̂o} ) . Step 6. Dynamic Component Combining: Combine the signal from the beam space, d̂ ← A^†H_c, then remove the DC component to implement the constraint (7a), d̂ ← d̂ −^1_T 1_{T ×T} d̂.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Biguesh and A. Gershman, “Training-Based MIMO Channel Estimation: a Study of Estimator Tradeoffs and Optimal Training Signals,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 884–893, 2006.

[2] S. M. Kay, Fundamentals of Statistical Signal Processing: Estimation Theory. Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1993.

[3] R. Bhatia, Matrix Analysis, vol. 169. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.