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Abstract—In next-generation wireless communication systems,
the newly designated upper mid-band has attracted considerable
attention, also called frequency range 3 (FR3), highlighting the
need for downlink (DL) transmission design, which fundamen-
tally relies on accurate channel state information (CSI). However,
CSI acquisition in FR3 systems faces significant challenges: the
increased number of antennas and wider transmission bandwidth
introduces prohibitive training overhead with traditional esti-
mation approaches, as each probing captures only incomplete
spatial-frequency observation, while higher carrier frequencies
lead to faster temporal channel variation. To address these
challenges, we propose a novel CSI acquisition framework that
integrates CSI feedback, uplink (UL) and DL channel estima-
tion, as well as channel prediction in the FR3 time division
duplex (TDD) massive multi-input multi-output (MIMO) systems.
Specifically, we first develop the Joint UL and DL Channel
Estimation Network (JUDCEN) to fuse incomplete observa-
tions based on the sounding reference signals (SRSs) and CSI-
reference signals (CSI-RSs). By exploiting the complementary
characteristics of preliminary UL and DL estimation features,
obtained through initial UL estimation and quantized-feedback-
assisted DL estimation, it enables full CSI reconstruction in
the spatial domain. To mitigate the performance degradation
in the feedback process, we propose the Transformer-MLP CSI
Feedback Network (TMCFN), employing an MLP-based module
to jointly exploit angle- and delay-domain features. Building
upon the reconstructed full CSI, we further develop the Mamba-
based Channel Prediction Network (MCPN), which exploits
selective state-space model (SSM) mechanism to capture long-
range temporal dynamics in the angle-delay domain for future
CSI prediction. Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed
framework consistently outperforms benchmarks in both CSI
acquisition accuracy and transmission spectral efficiency with
lower computational complexity.

Index Terms—Joint uplink-downlink transmission, deep learn-
ing, FR3, channel estimation and prediction.

I. INTRODUCTION

AS the sixth-generation (6G) communication systems con-
tinue to evolve, a variety of promising applications are
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emerging, such as extended reality and holographic com-
munication, which impose stringent requirements on both
the coverage and capacity of future wireless networks [1].
However, the existing frequency ranges (FRs), including FR1
(sub-6 GHz) and FR2 (millimeter-wave), are challenged by
spectrum scarcity and severe path loss, respectively, driving the
exploration of new spectrum to achieve a more favorable trade-
off between coverage and capacity [2]. In this context, the
newly designated upper mid-band (FR3), spanning 7-24 GHz,
has attracted growing attention as a promising compromise,
offering an appealing balance between coverage performance
and available bandwidth [3]–[6].

Accordingly, reliable multi-user downlink (DL) transmis-
sion in FR3 time division duplex (TDD) systems is of
paramount importance, which fundamentally depends on the
accuracy of channel state information (CSI) acquisition [7]–
[10]. Nevertheless, the unique propagation characteristics of
FR3 present new challenges for CSI acquisition-most notably,
the growing gap between limited pilot resources and the
increased probing demands in the spatial, frequency, and
temporal domains. Specifically, the short wavelength enables
denser antenna integration with a given physical aperture,
making full spatial domain probing infeasible under pilot
resource constraints in the current specifications [11], while
the large bandwidth introduces a similar issue in the frequency
domain. In the temporal domain, the higher carrier frequency
of FR3 compared to FR1, along with richer multipath prop-
agation than FR2 leads to more rapid channel variations
[12]. Therefore, these unique spatial, frequency, and temporal
domain characteristics of FR3 collectively underscore the need
for effective and scalable CSI acquisition strategies.

A. Previous Work
In wireless communication systems, CSI acquisition is

commonly carried out via two main approaches: uplink (UL)
training and DL training [13]. For UL training approaches, the
base station (BS) employs UL reference signals, specifically
the sounding reference signal (SRS) as per existing specifi-
cations, to estimate UL CSI and then derives DL CSI based
on the reciprocity between UL and DL channels [14]–[18]. In
the earliest UL training attempts, conventional least-squares
(LS) estimation is adopted to obtain the spatial-frequency
channel [14], which is further refined via the linear mini-
mum mean square error (LMMSE) method [15]. Considering
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computational complexity and limited transmission ports, the
BS obtains only partial spatial-frequency domain channel
observations, motivating the development of neural network
(NN)-based channel extrapolation methods. In [17], a convo-
lutional neural network (CNN)-based estimator is introduced
to process the spatial-frequency domain channel of adjacent
subcarriers. For the spatial domain, the fully-connected (FC)
neural network is proposed to infer the unobserved CSI from
that available on a subset of antennas [18].

In contrast to UL CSI acquisition, the DL training is
constrained by limited transmit ports, as well as pilot resources
and feedback overhead that scale with the number of BS
antennas. To alleviate these limitations, compressed sensing
methods [19]–[21] have been proposed to exploit the channel
sparsity of massive multi-input multi-output (MIMO) operat-
ing in mmWave bands, transforming CSI acquisition into an
estimation problem of reduced physical parameters, such as
angle of departure (AoDs) and angle of arrival (AoAs). How-
ever, these methods are sensitive to practical propagation en-
vironments and antenna array calibration [22], motivating the
adoption of more robust NN–based approaches. Specifically,
in [23], a dual-attention-based channel estimation network
(DACEN) is proposed to jointly learn the spatial-delay domain
features for DL channel estimation under low-density pilots.
However, most of the aforementioned works either assume
perfect feedback or neglect CSI feedback, whereas limited
feedback remains a fundamental bottleneck in DL-based CSI
acquisition methods [24]. The first deep learning-based CSI
feedback network, CsiNet [25] demonstrated significant per-
formance gains over conventional methods. Building upon this,
TransNet [26] integrated the Transformer architecture [27] to
further enhance CSI feedback accuracy.

Additionally, the higher carrier frequency of FR3 leads
to faster temporal channel variation, necessitating channel
prediction or time-domain channel extrapolation [28]. Model-
based approaches such as the sum-of-sinusoids (SOS) method
[29] and statistical prediction methods including autoregres-
sive (AR) models [30]–[32] have shown promise in channel
prediction. Recent advances in deep learning have also sig-
nificantly enhanced channel prediction capabilities, offering
a promising solution [33]. Specifically, a temporal UL and
DL channel extrapolation network (TUDCEN) empowered by
generative artificial intelligence (AI) is proposed in [34] for
slot-level channel extrapolation.

However, the increased number of antennas and wider
bandwidth of the FR3 band render the standalone UL or
DL pilot resources insufficient to probe the full spatial-
frequency channel, making joint UL and DL-based methods
more promising. In [35], the idea of combining UL pilot
training with DL quantized feedback is first introduced in long
term evolution (LTE) TDD systems. Moreover, the ratio tech-
nique and angle-domain pre-search technique are employed
in the single-carrier system [36], which extract information
from quantized DL CSI-RS feedback to assist SRS-based UL
channel estimation. Nevertheless, the joint exploitation of UL
and DL signals for spatial–frequency channel reconstruction
still remains nontrivial, particularly in MIMO-OFDM systems
where CSI-RS and SRS pilot allocations are more intricate.

B. Motivations and Contributions

Reliable DL transmission hinges on accurate CSI acquisi-
tion, while both UL and DL approaches in FR3 systems suffer
from fundamental challenges across the spatial, frequency,
and temporal domains [11], [12]. Despite increasing research
efforts, existing solutions suffer from several critical limita-
tions, such as inefficient exploitation of CSI-RS resources and
incompatibility with current specifications.

Motivated by prior work, this paper investigates the inte-
grated design of CSI feedback, UL and DL channel estimation,
and channel prediction. To the best of our knowledge, this
is the first work that jointly exploits UL and DL signals for
spatial-frequency domain channel reconstruction and predic-
tion in massive MIMO-OFDM TDD FR3 systems. The main
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• For multi-domain full CSI acquisition, we propose a joint
UL and DL transmission framework that integrates UL pi-
lot training and DL quantized feedback. Specifically, the
proposed framework obtains preliminary channel features
through UL and DL initial channel estimation and enables
the BS to collect incomplete UL and DL observations
via quantization feedback. Due to the complementary
observation structure of CSI-RSs and SRSs, the full CSI
in the spatial-frequency domain can be reconstructed by
cross-referencing, providing a foundation for subsequent
channel prediction.

• To achieve more accurate DL CSI reconstruction at the
BS, we develop the Transformer-MLP-based CSI Feed-
back Network (TMCFN) within the proposed framework.
Specifically, TMCFN upgrades the feedforward layer
(FFL) of traditional Transformers by a multi-layer per-
ceptron (MLP)-based module to simultaneously leverage
sparsity in both the angle and delay domains. With the
collected UL and DL CSI at the BS, we propose a Joint
UL and DL Channel Estimation Network (JUDCEN). The
JUDCEN fuses UL and DL CSI in the spatial-frequency
domain through spatial-frequency attention mechanisms,
where convolution and pooling operations yield an atten-
tion map to guide the feature mapping.

• To address the rapid temporal channel variations, we
design the Mamba-based Channel Prediction Network
(MCPN). The MCPN is built on stacked Mamba mod-
ules, which achieves long-sequence temporal dependency
capture in the angle-delay domain by leveraging the selec-
tive state space model (SSM) mechanism. The TMCFN,
JUDCEN and MCPN collectively constitute the Hybrid
Attention- and SSM-Based CSI Acquisition Network
(HASCAN), which enables accurate CSI reconstruction
tailored to the unique reference signal structure of the
FR3 system within the proposed framework. To address
convergence issues caused by the increased model com-
plexity, we adopt a structured training strategy comprising
pre-training, parameter pre-loading, and joint fine-tuning.
The conventional MSE loss is replaced by a cosine
similarity-based loss, which better captures directional
characteristics of CSI and leads to improved spectral
efficiency, while maintaining comparable computational
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complexity. Simulation results show that, the proposed
HASCAN consistently outperforms benchmarks in both
CSI acquisition accuracy and spectral efficiency by jointly
leveraging UL and DL signals.

This paper is structured as follows: Section II introduces the
system model and conventional CSI acquisition approaches. In
Section III, the proposed framework is derived under practical
system configurations. The HASCAN is proposed in IV, and
simulation results are given in Section V. Finally, we conclude
this work in Section VI.

Notation: (·)T and (·)H denote the transpose and conjugate
transpose operators, respectively. x, x, X, X respectively
denote a scalar, column vector, matrix, and tensor. FG denotes
the G×G discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix. The col-
umn, row, and tube fibers of a third-order tensors X are denoted
by x:jk, xi:k, and xij:, respectively. ȷ̄ =

√
−1 denotes the

imaginary unit. [·]i and [·]i,j denote the i-th element of a vector
and the (i, j)-th element of a matrix. ⊗ and ⊙ denote the
Kronecker and Hadamard product, respectively. ∥·∥2 denotes
L2 norm. δ (·) and σ (·) denote the Dirac delta and sigmoid
functions, respectively. diag {x} denotes a diagonal matrix
with main diagonal x. E (·), Conv (·), AvgP (·), and MaxP (·)
denote expectation, convolutional, average-pooling, and max-
pooling operations, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we consider a massive MIMO-OFDM system
operating in TDD mode, where the BS is equipped with NTx

antennas to serve multiple user equipment (UE) each with NRx

antennas, and Nc subcarriers are adopted for data transmission.

A. Channel Model
With the perfect antenna array calibration assumption [22],

the time-varying spatial domain channel impulse response
(CIR) matrix H(t, τ) ∈ CNTx×NRx can be expressed by [37]

H(t, τ) =

P−1∑
p=0

αpe
ȷ̄2πνptδ (τ − τp)aT (θT,p)a

H
R (θR,p) , (1)

where αp, τp, νp, θT,p, and θR,p denote the complex gain,
propagation delay, Doppler frequency, AoD, and AoA of the
p-th path, respectively, P is the number of propagation paths
between the typical UE and BS, and aT (·) and aR (·) denote
the angle domain steering vectors [28] for the BS and UE,
respectively.

By taking the Fourier transformation of CIRs, the time-
varying spatial domain channel frequency response H(t, f) ∈
CNTx×NRx at time t and frequency f can be expressed as

H(t, f) =

P−1∑
p=0

αpe
ȷ̄2πνpte−ȷ̄2πτpfaT (θT,p)a

H
R (θR,p) . (2)

Furthermore, we define the spatial domain channel sampled at
discrete subcarriers and slots as

H{n, k} = H(n∆t, k∆f) ∈ CNTx×NRx , (3)

where ∆t denotes time interval between two adjacent slots
with CSI-RS allocated, the time interval between two SRS
transmissions is assumed to be S∆t, and ∆f denotes the
subcarrier spacing.
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Fig. 1. The typical CSI-RS and SRS pattern (a) within the full band; (b)
within one RB. [11]

B. Unique Characteristics of the FR3 Channel

CSI acquisition in wireless communication systems gener-
ally relies on UL or DL pilot-based estimation. However, the
unique characteristics of FR3 systems, such as more antennas
at both BS and UEs, wider transmission bandwidth, and faster
time-variation, introduce new challenges to the traditional
pilot-based estimation schemes.

1) More Antennas: As carrier frequencies increase in FR3,
more antennas can be packed within a fixed physical aperture
at both the BS and UEs. However, CSI-RS and SRS transmis-
sions are constrained by the maximum number of supported
ports, i.e., Mmax

c = 32 < NTx and Mmax
s = 4 < NRx,

defined by the 3rd generation partnership project (3GPP)
specifications [11], leading to incomplete spatial observations
at both ends, as shown in Fig. 2.

2) Wider Transmission Bandwidth: In FR3 systems, the
substantial increase in system bandwidth makes FHS mode a
mandatory choice for SRS transmission, due to constraints on
transmission power and radio frequency (RF) operating band-
width [16]. However, SRS in FHS mode provides only partial
and time-staggered observations in the frequency domain.

3) Faster Time-Variation: The elevated carrier frequency
in FR3 systems leads to higher Doppler frequencies for a
given mobility profile, resulting in rapid temporal variations of
the CSI [12]. Therefore, CSI obtained from either CSI-RS or
SRS becomes outdated for data transmission, which is further
exacerbated by the spatial-frequency domain partial observa-
tion structure, posing significant challenges for accurate and
consistent channel prediction.
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Fig. 2. Different structure of uplink and downlink reference signals.

C. Conventional CSI Acquisition Approaches in FR3 Systems

We consider two practical CSI acquisition approaches in the
3GPP specifications: (i) UE-side acquisition based on CSI-RS
followed by quantized feedback, and (ii) BS-side acquisition
based on SRS and channel reciprocity. Since CSI-RS is the
same for all UEs and SRS follows a comb-type pattern, inter-
UE interference can be neglected; thus, UE indices are omitted
for clarity. In the following, we review the received signal
models and highlight the key principles for each strategy.

1) CSI Acquisition Based on CSI-RS: For the typical CSI-
RS configuration with Mc ports, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b),
we assume that CSI-RS resources are continuously allocated
across NRB resource blocks (RBs) and uniformly distributed
over Ndt slots in the time domain during DL training. There-
fore, the received signal of CSI-RS corresponding to the s-th
slot and the r-th RB can be expressed by

Yd
s,r = XdFd

sH
d
s,r +Nd

s,r ∈ CMc×NRx , (4)

where Hd
s,r =

[
H{s, rMsc + 1}T , . . . ,H{s, (r + 1)Msc}T

]T
∈ CMscNTx×NRx denotes the spatial-frequency domain chan-
nel for the s-th slot and the r-th RB, Msc denotes the
number of subcarriers within one RB, Xd ∈ CMc×Mc ,
Fd

s ∈ CMc×MscNTx , and Nd
s,r ∈ CMc×NRx denote the CSI-

RS pilot signal, spatial filter, and noise, respectively. Due to
pilot resource constraint in FR3 systems Mc < NTx, the
UE can only obtain the estimation of the low-dimensional
equivalent DL channels Gd

s,r = Fd
sH

d
s,r ∈ CMc×NRx for

feedback. By aggregating the received signals across all RBs,
the full-band equivalent spatial-frequency domain channel
Gd

s = [(Gd
s,1)

T , . . . , (Gd
s,NRB

)T ]T ∈ CNRBMc×NRx can be
reconstructed, which is then compressed and quantized into
a feedback vector v̄s, given by

v̄s = fen(G
d
s) ∈ CNbit×1, (5)

where fen denotes the compression and quantization function.
At the BS, the CSI is reconstructed from the limited feedback:

Ĝfb
s = fde(v̄s) ∈ CNRBMc×NRx , (6)

where fde denotes the corresponding dequantization and re-
construction function.

2) CSI Acquisition Based on SRS: SRS-based CSI acqui-
sition depends on UL pilots and BS-side estimation, followed
by DL mapping through reciprocity. As illustrated in the
Fig. 1(a), SRS is necessarily configured in the FHS mode
to amplify the received power compared to the full-band
sounding [16]. In the FHS mode, the transmission bandwidth
is divided into L subbands, and each UE transmits pilots over

only one subband during a given OFDM symbol. To support
simultaneous CSI acquisition for multiple UEs, the comb-type
transmission pattern is also adopted, where each UE transmits
over N = Nc/(LNtc) subcarriers within one OFDM symbol,
and Ntc denotes the number of transmission combs. It is
assumed that each UE sounds the fullband channel K times
through KL transmissions, then the received signal of SRS in
the n-th subcarrier of l-th subband at k-th fullband sounding
can be expressed by

Yu
k,n,l = Hu

k,n,lW
uXu +Nu

k,n,l ∈ CNTx×Ms , (7)

where Hu
k,n,l = H{S(kL+ l), lN +n} ∈ CNTx×NRx denotes

the spatial domain channel in the n-th subcarrier of l-th
subband at k-th fullband sounding, Wu ∈ CNRx×Ms , Xu ∈
CMs×Ms , and Nu

k,n,l ∈ CNTx×Ms denote the SRS pilot signal,
the UE antenna pilot selection matrix, and noise, respectively.
Similarly, the BS can estimate the low-dimensional equivalent
channels as Gu

k,n,l = Hu
k,n,lW

u ∈ CNTx×Ms :

Ĝu
k,n,l = fce(Y

u
k,n,l), (8)

where the fce denotes the channel estimation algorithm, which
may be implemented using LS algorithm [14] or NN-based
algorithms [17], [23], [38]. After that, the DL CSI can be
inferred from estimated UL channels based on the channel
reciprocity.

In summary, CSI acquisition based solely on CSI-RS and
SRS has been widely adopted in existing systems and contin-
ues to serve as the baseline solution for FR3 deployments.
However, the unique characteristics of FR3 systems pose
significant challenges to the effectiveness of using CSI-RS or
SRS alone, which motivates further exploration of a joint UL
and DL CSI acquisition scheme.

III. JOINT UL AND DL CSI ACQUISITION FRAMEWORK
UNDER PRACTICAL SYSTEM CONFIGURATION

To address the emerging challenges of FR3 transmissions,
we propose a joint UL and DL CSI acquisition framework
illustrated in Fig. 3. In this framework, initial channel es-
timations are performed for both UL and DL links, where
the estimated DL features are compressed, quantized, and
fed back to the BS using the AI-based TMCFN module.
Subsequently, the collected UL and DL channel features are
jointly processed by the JUDCEN to reconstruct the full
spatial-frequency domain CSI, which is followed by MCPN
for channel prediction. By utilizing complementary observa-
tion structure and cross-referencing characteristics of CSI-RSs
and SRSs, the proposed framework enables full-dimensional
CSI reconstruction with low computational complexity and
enhanced prediction performance across wide bandwidths.

A. DL Initial Estimation

Based on the received signal (4), we first perform the LS
estimation of the DL channel over each slot and RB, which
can be expressed as

Ĝd,LS
s,r = (Xd)−1Yd

s,r ∈ CMc×NRx . (9)
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To enhance the performance under low signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) conditions, we further apply joint denoising (DN)
estimation in the angle-delay domain by concatenating the LS
estimation over all RBs. Specifically, the DL channel feature
can be expressed by

Ĝd
s = FNRB

⊗ FMc
fdn(F

H
NRB

⊗ FH
Mc

Ĝd,LS
s ;σ2

dl), (10)

where Ĝd,LS
s = [(Ĝd,LS

s,1 )T , (Ĝd,LS
s,2 )T , . . . , (Ĝd,LS

s,NRB
)T ]T ∈

CNRBMc×NRx , fdn is the componentwise denoising function
determined by the DL noise variance σ2

dl, given by

[fdn
(
X;σ2

)
]i,j = [X]i,jµ([X]i,j − κσ), (11)

where κ and σ2 are experimental parameter and noise variance,
respectively, and µ(·) denotes the Heaviside function.

By stacking the DN-refined DL channel feature Ĝd
s over

Ndt slots allocated for CSI-RS, the DL channel feature tensor
Ĝ

d
∈ CNdt×NRB×Mc×NRx can be constructed. Compared

to directly feeding the noisy DL received signal, the DN
operation alleviates the representational burden on the sub-
sequent feedback network, thereby facilitating more accurate
decompression of the DL CSI.

B. CSI Feedback with Limited Overhead

Following the initial DL channel estimation, CSI feedback is
performed through a pipeline consisting of compression, quan-
tization, transmission to the BS, and finally decompression.
Specifically, we first perform DFT along spatial-frequency
domain of DL channel features to exploit the inherent sparsity,
which can be expressed as 1

Had = fre

(
FNRB

⊗ FMc
ĜdFNRx

)
∈ CNd×Na , (12)

where Nd = NRB is the number of delay taps, Na = McNRx

is the number of angle taps, and fre denotes reshape opera-
tion. Building on this, an NN-based encoder is designed to
compress the angle-delay domain channel, expressed as

v = fe
(
Had; Θe

)
∈ RM×1, (13)

where Θe denotes the parameters of the NN-based encoder.
To comply with the quantized limited feedback constraints
imposed by current specifications, v = [v1, v2, . . . , vM ]T is
uniformly quantized to form a transmitting bits v̄:

v̄m = χ (ρ ⌊vm/ρ⌋) ∈ R
Nbit
M ×1, m = 1, ...,M,

v̄ = [v̄T
1 , v̄

T
2 , . . . , v̄

T
M ]T ∈ RNbit×1,

(14)

1As the CSI feedback is performed independently in each slot, the slot
index s is omitted throughout this subsection for brevity.

where χ(·) represents bit conversion, ⌊·⌋ represents the round-
ing operation, ρ = Z/2−Nbit/M is the quantization interval,
Nbit is the number of quantization bits, and Z = maxm vm−
minm vm. We assume that the quantized bits are transmitted
over a dedicated feedback link, allowing the BS to receive the
feedback bits v̄ without loss [39], which are then subjected to
a dequantization process as follows

v̂m = χ−1 (v̄m) , m = 1, ...,M,

v̂ = [v̂1, v̂2, . . . , v̂M ]T ∈ RM×1.
(15)

The resulting codeword v̂ is then decompressed using a NN-
based decoder, and the final DL channel features is obtained
by inverse DFT (IDFT):

Ĥad = fd (v̂; Θd) ∈ CNd×Na ,

Ĝfb = fre

(
FH

NRB
⊗ FH

Mc
ĤadFH

NRx

)
∈ CMcNRB×NRx ,

(16)

where Θd denotes the parameters of the NN-based decoder. By
combining (12)–(16) sequentially, the CSI feedback process
can be formulated as follows

Ĝ
fb

= fTMCFN(Ĝ
d
) ∈ CNdt×NRB×Mc×NRx , (17)

where Ĝ
fb

denotes the DL channel feature tensor obtained at
the BS through CSI feedback and fTMCFN is the function
implemented by TMCFN.

C. UL Initial Estimation

Similarly, LS-based estimation of the UL SRS is performed
for each slot and subcarrier, followed by the DN-based refine-
ment in the angle-delay domain, expressed as

Ĝu,LS
k,n,l = Yu

k,n,l(X
u)−1 ∈ CNTx×Ms ,

Ĝu
k,l = FN ⊗ FNTxfdn

(
FH

N ⊗ FH
NTx

Ĝu,LS
k,l ;σ2

ul

)
,

(18)

where Ĝu,LS
k,l = [(Ĝu,LS

k,1,l)
T , . . . , (Ĝu,LS

k,N,l)
T ]T ∈ CNNTx×Ms ,

and σ2
ul denotes the UL noise variance. By stacking the

DN-refined UL channel features Ĝu
k,l across all L subbands

and K full-band sounding instances, the UL channel feature
tensor Ĝ

u
∈ CK×L×N×NTx×Ms can be constructed. The

DN operation for the UL initial estimation also reduces the
representational burden on the subsequent feedback network
and facilitates more accurate decompression of the UL CSI.

D. Joint UL and DL Channel Estimation and Prediction

In FR3 systems, the number of antennas at the BS far
exceeds the number of transmit ports supported by current
specifications [11]. As a result, both DL and UL initial
estimations can capture only partial observations of the spatial-
domain channel, making it difficult to reconstruct accurate CSI
when either direction is used alone. This limitation motivates
the joint exploitation of UL and DL signals to achieve more
complete CSI acquisition.

Fortunately, a complementary spatial probing structure in-
herently exists between DL and UL channels: the DL probing
provides full spatial CSI at the UE side but only partial
observations at the BS side, while UL probing exhibits the
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Fig. 4. Autocorrelation function of spatial domain channel across:(a) BS
antennas; (b) UE antennas.

complementarity pattern, as shown in Fig. 2. Motivated by this
complementary spatial information, we further examine the
spatial characteristics of the channels. Specifically, the spatial
autocorrelation functions of the BS and UE are expressed as
RBS(x) = E

(
(hH

(i+x):hi:)/(∥h(i+x):∥2∥hi:∥2)
)
, RUE(x) =

E
(
(hH

:(j+x)h:j)/(∥h:(j+x)∥2∥h:j∥2)
)

, where hi: and h:j de-
note the i-th row and j-th column of H{n, k} defined in (3),
respectively. As shown in Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b), it reveals
strong spatial correlation at both ends. These observations sta-
tistically validate the feasibility of leveraging CSI-RS and SRS
measurements jointly to mitigate the partial spatial probing
problem. Based on this insight, we propose JUDCEN to fuse
UL and DL channel features:

Ĥ
u
= fJUDCEN(Ĝ

fb
, Ĝ

u
) ∈ CK×L×N×NTx×NRx , (19)

where Ĥ
u

and fJUDCEN denote the recovered UL channels and
function implemented by JUDCEN, respectively. Within this
network, a dedicated shape-matching module is introduced to
address the frequency domain mismatch in probing patterns,
as illustrated in Fig. 2, and detailed in Section IV. This module
specifically reshapes the observed DL and UL channel features
subband-wise along the frequency domain, enabling the down-
stream fusion module to operate on aligned representations. It
is important to note that unobserved subbands are inferred
by the subsequent channel prediction network. To mitigate
the information loss caused by limited CSI feedback, we also
propose a deep learning-assisted CSI feedback scheme, termed
TMCFN, which integrates into the overall end-to-end joint
optimization framework. Notably, the proposed framework
exploits the inherent CSI-RS signaling in TDD systems [11]
without introducing additional pilot overhead.

After the UL-DL CSI fusion, the rapid temporal chan-
nel variations in FR3 necessitate explicit channel prediction
schemes to ensure reliable CSI acquisition. To this end, the
proposed MCPN models long-range dependencies across mul-
tiple subbands to predict intermediate channels between two
consecutive CSI acquisitions. Specifically, the DL transmission
channels over Ntr slots are predicted by

Ĥ
dt

= fMCPN(Ĥ
u
) ∈ CNtr×L×N×NTx×NRx , (20)

where fMCPN is the function implemented by MCPN. The de-
tails of the proposed networks, including TMCFN, JUDCEN,
and MCPN, will be presented in the following section.
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Fig. 5. Transformer-MLP-based CSI feedback network.

IV. HYBRID ATTENTION- AND SSM-BASED
CSI ACQUISITION NETWORK DESIGN

In the proposed joint UL and DL CSI acquisition frame-
work, the TMCFN, JUDCEN, and MCPN are designed to
achieve CSI feedback, joint UL and DL channel estimation,
and channel prediction, respectively. This section presents the
detailed network architectures that collectively constitute the
proposed HASCAN framework:

• TMCFN: It implements sparse-domain CSI feedback by
integrating Transformer and MLP architectures, which
exploits the angle-delay domain sparsity to achieve ef-
ficient and accurate compression and reconstruction.

• JUDCEN: It fuses UL and DL channel features for
spatial-frequency domain reconstruction via a spatial-
frequency attention mechanism, which effectively en-
hances feature interaction between UL and DL channels.

• MCPN: It is responsible for multi-subband channel pre-
diction in the angle-delay domain using stacked Mamba
blocks, enabling effective modeling of long-range tempo-
ral dependencies with low computational complexity.

In what follows, we provide an in-depth description of the
proposed networks, highlighting their architectural designs,
key modules, and respective roles in the joint UL and DL
CSI acquisition framework.

A. Transformer-MLP-Based CSI Feedback Network

With multi-head self-attention mechanism, the Transformer
architecture [27] can effectively model global sequence depen-
dencies and is thus well suited for sequence prediction. There-
fore, we adopt this architecture to design the CSI feedback
network as its strength in modeling sequence dependencies
naturally aligns with our treatment of the angle-delay domain
channel as a set of multiple delay-domain sequences. Further-
more, since the FFL in the standard Transformer can only
perform feature transformation along a single dimension, we
upgrade it with an MLP-inspired design [40] by adopting the
partial architecture in [41], which enables joint exploitation of
feature interactions in the angle–delay domain.
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Specifically, the TMCFN consists of a multi-head attention-
based encoder at the UE side and a masked multi-head
attention-based decoder at the BS side, as shown in Fig. 5.
The angle-delay domain channel is initially processed by the
attention layer. Denote the input of the attention layer as Hh ∈
R2Nd×dh , where the 2 represents the complex dimension, and
the representation dimension is given by dh = McNRx, the
self-attention matrix Ai ∈ R2Nd×dv can be expressed by

Ai = Attention
(
HhWQ

i ,H
hWK

i ,HhWV
i

)
,

Attention (Q,K,V) = softmax

(
QKT

√
dk

)
V,

(21)

where the WQ
i ∈ Rdh×dk ,WK

i ∈ Rdh×dk , and WV
i ∈

Rdh×dv denote query, key, and value learnable matrices associ-
ated with the i-th attention head, i = 1, 2, . . . Nm, respectively,
projecting the input Hh to different representation subspaces,
dk = dv = dh/Nm, and softmax (·) denotes the softmax func-
tion. The attention layer employs a multi-head self-attention
mechanism [27] to capture inter-delay dependencies across
multiple propagation paths. The outputs from all attention
heads are concatenated and linearly transformed as

H̄h = [A1, . . . ,ANm
]WO ∈ R2Nd×dh , (22)

where WO ∈ Rdh×dh is also a learnable matrix.
Subsequently, the attention layer output is processed through

a residual connection (RN) followed by the layer normalization
(LN). To further enhance feature interaction modeling in the
angle-delay domain, we upgrade the FFL in the Transformer
architecture to the tailored feed-forward layer (TFFL). Specif-
ically, the input Hin ∈ R2Nd×dh to the TFFL is first expanded
into a square matrix via an FC layer, which can be formulated
by

HS = HinWG1 + (bG1)T ∈ R2Nd×2Nd , (23)

where WG1 ∈ Rdh×2Nd and bG1 ∈ R2Nd×1 are learnable
weight matrices and bias vectors, respectively. Then, the
expanded representation HSC ∈ R2Nd×df is obtained by
passing both the square matrix HS and its transpose followed
by concatenation, which is then utilized to produce the final
output of the TFFL layer:

HSC = [(HSWG2 + (bG2)T ), ((HS)TWG3 + (bG3)T )],

HFF = Drop(ReLU(HSC); p)WG4 + (bG4)T ∈ R2Nd×dh ,
(24)

where ReLU(·) and Drop(·; p) denote the rectified linear
unit (ReLU) activation function and dropout operation, re-
spectively, p denotes the dropout probability, WG2,WG3 ∈
R2Nd×df/2 and WG4 ∈ Rdf×dh are learnable weight matrices,
df is the inner dimension of the TFFL, bG2,bG3 ∈ Rdf/2×1

and bG4 ∈ Rdh×1 are learnable bias vectors. Then, the output
of the TFFL HFF is processed through another RN followed
by LN.

Subsequently, the codeword v is obtained from the final FC
layer of the encoder, followed by quantization, feedback, and
dequantization (14)-(15), which is then served as the input to
the decoder. Similar to the encoder structure, the output of the

multi-head attention module is fed into an FC layer with a
reshape operation to obtain the estimated Ĥad.

B. Spatial-Frequency-Attention-Based Channel Estimation
Network

With the UL and DL features obtained from UL and DL
estimation and feedback, the BS then employs JUDCEN,
which consists of a preprocessing module and a spatial-
frequency-attention-based module, to combine them for full
CSI reconstruction. To leverage complementary observation
and cross-referencing characteristic of CSI-RSs and SRSs
in the spatial–frequency domain as mentioned before, the
preprocessing module is designed to first fuse UL and DL
features in the spatial domain and project them into a feature
tensor suitable for final channel estimation. Moreover, the
spatial-frequency-attention mechanism, guided by attention
maps produced through pooling and convolution, adaptively
enhances critical regions in the feature map and suppresses
redundant background responses, which is suitable for image
recognition, detection, and segmentation. Considering that
the spatial-domain channel exhibits 2D features similar to
images, we employ spatial-frequency attention [42] to perform
pooling and convolution along the frequency domain, thereby
generating the two-dimensional spatial attention maps for each
channel sample. This guides the network to achieve precise
estimation of the spatial-frequency domain channel.

Initially, we construct the input of the JUDCEN, since the
UL and DL features hold different distributions in frequency
domain as exhibited in Fig. 1(b). Specifically, we reshape the
CSI-RS signals Ĝ

fb
to match the dimensionality of the SRS

signals Ĝ
u

for subsequent tensor operations, given by

Ĝ
s
= fsm(Ĝ

fb
) ∈ CK×L×N×NTx×NRx , (25)

where fsm denotes the shape matching function. The shape
matching function duplicates each CSI-RS signal within an RB
Msc/Ntc times to align with the frequency-domain resolution
of the SRS. Subsequently, the shape-matched CSI-RS and SRS
signals are concatenated along the spatial dimension, forming
the input tensor Ĝ

ud
∈ RK×L×N×2NTx(NRx+Ms), where the

2 represents the complex dimension.
The concatenated feature Ĝ

ud
is first addressed by the

preprocessing module, composed of FC layers, batch normal-
ization (BN), and SELU activations, which is projected into a
target space suitable for subsequent processing, given by

Ĥ
ud

= SELU(BN(FC2NTxNRx
(Ĝ

ud
))) ∈ RK×L×N×2NTxNRx ,

(26)

where the FCx is a parameterized linear projection to dimen-
sion x. Then, the spatial-frequency attention module is mainly
composed of NSA spatial-frequency attention blocks (SABs),
and the additional FC layers are used for dimensionality
augmentation and reduction. As shown in Fig. 6, each SAB
consists of one spatial-frequency attention layer (SAL), one
FFL, and two LN layers with several RNs. Denote the input
of the attention layer as Hh ∈ Rdf×NRx×NTx , the SAL applies
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both average-pooling and max-pooling along the frequency
domain to obtain two initial feature maps of spatial channel:

P = Concat
(
AvgP

(
Hh
)
;MaxP

(
Hh
))

∈ R2×NRx×NTx ,

(27)

where the Concat(·) denotes the concatenating operation.
Then, the final spatial feature map P is generated through one
1 × 1 × 2 convolutional filter followed by sigmoid activation
function on the concatenated feature map P:

P = σ (Conv (P)) ∈ RNRx×NTx . (28)

The spatial feature P is the essence of the SAL, which guides
the network to focus on the dominant channel elements by:

H̄h
= P[df ] ⊙ Hh ∈ Rdf×NRx×NTx . (29)

where P[df ] ∈ Rdf×NRx×NTx is obtained by replicating P
along the first dimension. In summary, by first performing UL
and DL feature fusion in the spatial domain through the pre-
processing module, the spatial-frequency-attention mechanism
can then apply pooling and convolution along the frequency
domain to generate spatial attention maps. This enables the
network to conduct attention-guided channel estimation, facil-
itating subsequent channel prediction.

C. Mamba-Based Channel Prediction Network

For prediction tasks, the self-attention mechanism and po-
sitional encoding in Transformer enable global information
awareness and flexible capture of sequential dependencies,
while multi-head attention significantly enhances feature rep-
resentation. However, Transformer faces inherent limitations,
particularly the quadratic computational complexity of at-
tention mechanisms and challenges in handling long-range
dependencies, leading to excessive complexity and degraded
accuracy in multi-subband channel prediction [43]. Consider-
ing that the sequence length involved in channel prediction
is much longer than that in CSI feedback 2KNL ≫ 2Nd,
we employ the SSM-based Mamba layer as the primary block
for constructing the prediction network. Specifically, Mamba
achieves efficient sequence modeling through linear recurrence
to maintain linear computational complexity, and it retains
long-term historical state information through a sophisticated
state transition matrix, thereby demonstrating strong long-
range dependency modeling capability [44].

1) Architectures: The proposed MCPN structure is mainly
composed of NMA stacked Mamba blocks. Specifically, the
basic structure of Mamba block is illustrated in Fig. 6, which
consists of one mamba layer, one FFL, and two LN layers
with several residual links. Considering the advantage of the
Mamba network in capturing long-sequence features, we first
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Fig. 7. The structure of Mamba layer and selective SSM.

stack subcarriers from different subbands and apply DFTs in
the frequency and spatial domains. This transformation enables
subsequent multi-subband channel prediction via the MCPN
in the angle-delay domain, and the resulting output is denoted
as Had ∈ RB×Nsq×(NTxNRx), where B denotes the batch size,
Nsq = 2KNL represents sequence length, and 2 denotes the
complex dimension. The Mamba layer is built upon the H3
architecture [45], which serves as the foundation for many
well-known SSM structures. By further incorporating the gated
attention unit from Gated MLP [46], the two components are
combined into a uniformly stacked module, as illustrated in
Fig. 7. To enhance feature representation of the selective SSM
module, the angle-delay domain channel tensor Had is first
mapped through an FC layer into Hh,ad ∈ RB×Nsq×df , which
is then processed by

H̄h,ad
= SSSM(Hh,ad; g(Hh,ad)) ∈ RB×Nsq×df , (30)

where SSSM denotes the operation of the selective SSM,
g(Hh,ad) = {Ā, B̄,C} denotes the parameter generation
function, and Ā ∈ RB×Nsq×df×NH , B̄ ∈ RB×Nsq×df×NH ,
C ∈ RB×Nsq×NH denote the generated parameter tensors
that adapt to each input sample in the batch and time step,
thereby enabling selective modeling. To clarify the internal
computation of the selective SSM, we now detail its element-
wise formulation, given by

h̄b,t,f = SSM({hb,j,f}tj=1; {Āb,j,f , b̄b,j,f , cb,j}tj=1), (31)

where SSM(·) denotes the discrete SSM with input-dependent
parameter sets; hb,t,f and h̄b,t,f denote the (b, t, f)-th elements
of Hh,ad and H̄h,ad

, respectively; b̄b,t,f = b̄btf : ∈ RNH×1 and
cb,t = cbt: ∈ RNH×1 denote the (b, t, f)-th fiber vectors of
B̄ and C, respectively; Āb,t,f = diag{āb,t,f} with āb,t,f =
ābtf : ∈ RNH×1. Subsequently, we introduce the design of
the selective SSM module, which is developed from the
conventional SSM through standard state-space formulation,
discretization with convolution, and the incorporation of a
selective mechanism.
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2) State Space Model: The structured state space sequence
(S4) model [47], inspired by continuous-time dynamical sys-
tems, maps an input signal h(t) ∈ R to h̄(t) ∈ R via an
implicit latent state s(t). It provides a principled framework
for modeling physical processes, particularly linear time-
invariant (LTI) systems, by leveraging a learnable transition
matrix A ∈ RNH×NH , along with learnable input and output
projection vectors, b ∈ RNH×1 and c ∈ RNH×1. This model
is described by the following state-space representation

ds(t)

dt
= As(t) + bh(t),

h̄(t) = cT s(t).
(32)

To effectively model long-range dependencies, the structure
of A is of critical importance. Within this representation,
Mamba adopts a diagonal formulation of A = diag{a},
following the S4D-Real structure [48] and HIPPO theory
[49]. To enable historical information retention, the diagonal
elements are initialized as [a]i = −(i+1) for i = 1, . . . , NH.

3) Discretization and Convolution: Instead of applying
the S4 model directly to a continuous function h(t), we
discretize (32) using a step size df , which defines the input
resolution. Accordingly, the continuous parameters Af and bf

are discretized as Āf = fA(df ,Af ), b̄f = fB(df ,Af ,bf ),
where fA and fB denote the discretization rules, given by the
zero-order hold methods as follows

fA(df ,Af ) = exp(dfAf ),

fB(df ,Af ,bf ) = (Af )
−1(exp(dfAf )− INH

)bf ,
(33)

After converting the continuous parameters (df ,Af ,bf ) into
their discrete equivalents (Āf , b̄f ) via (33), the output se-
quence h̄b,t,f can be computed by discrete SSM

sb,t,f = Āfsb,t−1,f + b̄fhb,t,f ,

h̄b,t,f = cTf sb,t,f ,
(34)

which can be simplified into a convolutional summation:

h̄b,t,f =
∑t

j=1 c
T
f Ā

t−j
f b̄fhb,j,f . (35)

As shown above, the SSM-based network can be efficiently
computed in either a recurrent or convolutional form, enabling
linear or near-linear scaling with respect to sequence length.
Compared to the Transformer architecture, the computational
complexity is reduced from O(N2

sq) to O(Nsq) [50].
4) Selective SSM: However, the S4 model has limited

sequence modeling capacity due to the time-invariant and
input-independent parameterization, i.e., these parameters
{Af ,bf , cf}df

f=1 are independent of both t and b. To over-
come this limitation, Mamba introduces selective SSM to add
time-variant and input-dependent dynamics. Specifically, the
state-space tensors in selective SSM are conditioned on the
input tensor Hh,ad ∈ RB×Nsq×df , and are parameterized as

B = sB(Hh,ad) ∈ RB×Nsq×NH ,

C = sC(Hh,ad) ∈ RB×Nsq×NH ,

D = τd(sd(Hh,ad) + bd) ∈ RB×Nsq×df ,

(36)

where the sB(Hh,ad) = FCNH
(Hh,ad), sC(Hh,ad) =

FCNH
(Hh,ad), sd(Hh,ad) = Broadcastdf

(FC1(Hh,ad)),

Algorithm 1 Training algorithm of the proposed network
Input: Training dataset Dtrain, network fTMCFN, fJUDCEN,

and fMCPN.
Output: Trained network fHASCAN.
1: Randomly initialize fTMCFN, fJUDCEN, and fMCPN.
2: Phase I: TMCFN Pre-training
3: Train fTMCFN under L′

MSE with Ĝ
d

in Dtrain.
4: Phase II: JUDCEN and MCPN Pre-training
5: With the perfect CSI feedback assumption, train fJUDCEN

and fMCPN under LMSE with Ĝ
u

and Ĝ
d

in Dtrain.
6: Phase III: Joint End-to-End Fine-tuning
7: Initialize fHASCAN based on the optimal models fTMCFN,

fJUDCEN and fMCPN.
8: Train fHASCAN under LMSE or LCosSim with Ĝ

u
and Ĝ

d

in Dtrain.

Broadcastx is a broadcast projection to dimension x, τd
denotes the softplus function, and bd ∈ Rdf×1 denotes a learn-
able vector. Building upon these input-dependent parameters,
the discrete SSM in selective SSM (31) can be reformulated
in the standard form

sb,t,f = Āb,t,fsb,t−1,f + b̄b,t,fhb,t,f ,

h̄b,t,f = cTb,tsb,t,f ,
(37)

where we define Āb,t,f = fA(db,t,f ,Af ) and b̄b,t,f =
fB(db,t,f ,Af ,bb,t) based on (33), bb,t = bbt: ∈ RNH×1

denotes the (b, t)-th fiber of B, and db,t,f denotes the (b, t, f)-
th element of D. The serial computation in (37) is well-suited
for streaming inference but inefficient for gradient propagation.
To mitigate this limitation, (37) can be reformulated into a
CNN-like expression as follows, which is training-friendly and
computationally parallelizable:

h̄b,t,f =
∑t

j=1 c
T
b,jĀ

p
b,j,f b̄b,j,fhb,j,f , (38)

where the Āp
b,j,f =

∏t
k=j+1 Āb,k,f . It is noted that the

conventional SSM becomes a special case of the selective
SSM when the parameters of selective SSM become input-
independent and time-invariant.

In summary, the Mamba is trained on input tensor Hh,ad,
where the optimal tensors Ā, B̄ and C are obtained according
to (36) and (33), enabling the selective SSM (30) to perform
output mapping based on the mechanism (37) or (38). This
adaptation makes Mamba a time-variant and input-dependent
model, enhancing its ability to capture and represent multi-
domain features effectively.

D. Training Algorithm

The multi-module architecture of HASCAN poses chal-
lenges for effective training. To enhance channel predic-
tion performance, we propose a staged training strategy
detailed in Algorithm 1. Our training dataset, Dtrain ={

Ĝ
d(i)

, Ĝ
u(i)

,Gd(i),Hdt(i)

}Ntrain

i=1

, comprises Ntrain samples

with mixed SNRs. We adopt the adaptive moment estimation
(Adam) optimizer to train the HASCAN on Dtrain by PyTorch
with four NVIDIA GeForce GTX 4090 GPUs.
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TABLE I
SUMMARY OF SIMULATION SETTING

Parameters Values Parameters Values
System Configuration

Transmit antenna NTx 64 Bandwidth 100MHz
Receive antenna NRx 8 Center frequency fc 12GHz
Fullband sounding K 2 Transmit RB NRB 52

Number of subbands L 4 Active subcarrier Nc 624
DL transmission slots Ntr 2 CSI-RS ports Mc 32

DL training slots Ndt 4 SRS ports Ms 4
Time interval
between SRSs 10ms Transmission combs 4

Time interval
between CSI-RSs 5ms Channel model 38.901 UMa

NLOS
Simulation Hyper-Parameter Settings

Inner dimension df 512 Multi-head Nm 2
SABs NSA 6 Mamba block NMA 6

Hidden dimension NH 128 Dropout probability p 0.1
Learning rate 6× 10−5 Batch size 512

The training proceeds in three phases:
• TMCFN Pre-training: The TMCFN for CSI feedback

is initially trained to minimize the mean squared error
(MSE) loss between the initial DL estimated channel
feature and its recovered counterpart:

L′
MSE =

∑Ntrain

i=1 ∥Ĝ
fb(i)

− Gd(i)∥22. (39)

• JUDCEN and MCPN Pre-training: Subsequently, the
JUDCEN and MCPN are trained to reconstruct and
predict the spatial-frequency domain channels, with the
initial UL and DL channel features as inputs. During this
phase, the CSI feedback module is temporarily excluded,
i.e., perfect CSI feedback is assumed, and the objective
is to minimize the MSE of predicted and ground-truth
channels, given by

LMSE =
∑Ntrain

i=1 ∥Ĥ
dt(i)

− Hdt(i)∥22, (40)

• Joint End-to-End Fine-tuning: Finally, the overall joint
training refines the pre-trained TMCFN, JUDCEN, and
MCPN to maximize DL transmission efficiency. This
final phase considers two channel estimation criteria:
MSE minimization, as defined in the previous phase, and
negative cosine similarity defined by

LCosSim = −
∑Ntrain

i=1
Ĥdt(i)·Hdt(i)

∥Ĥdt(i)∥2∥Hdt(i)∥2

. (41)

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the superiority of the
proposed framework and networks through numerical simu-
lations. Specifically, we utilize QuaDRiGa [51] to construct
the simulation environment and generate the corresponding
channels, which is capable of generating time-varying massive
MIMO-OFDM channels that comply with the 3GPP New
Radio (NR) specifications [52]. Additionally, 40,000 samples
are generated with mixed SNRs, which are divided into 32,000
(Ntrain), 4,000, and 4,000 samples for training, validation,
and testing, respectively. The system configuration [11] and
simulation hyper-parameter settings are shown in Table I.
To demonstrate the superiority of the proposed algorithm in
various scenarios, we take the following channel estimation
approaches as benchmarks:

• Ratio-Type II [36]: Ratio-Type II utilizes the Type
II codebook for DL feedback and employs the ratio
technique to extract the channel ratios at the receiver side.

• MMSE-Type II [15]: MMSE-Type II employs the Type
II codebook for DL feedback and leverages it to compute
the correlation matrix at the receiver side.

• LCE [14]: Linear channel extrapolation (LCE) performs
linear extrapolation in the spatial and temporal domain to
achieve full channel estimation and channel prediction.

• KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN [34]: KDD-SFCEN utilizes
self-attention for element-wise channel extrapolation in
the spatial and frequency domains, while TUDCEN
adopts generative AI for temporal-domain extrapolation.

• DACEN [23]: The DACEN network, built upon a dual-
attention mechanism, directly takes the received pilot sig-
nals as input and is trained to minimize the reconstruction
error in the spatial-delay domain.

• HASCAN: The network proposed in Section IV, com-
prising TMCFN, JUDCEN and MCPN.

Among these benchmarks, DACEN exploits only DL pilots,
LCE and KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN utilize only UL pilots,
while ratio-Type II, MMSE-Type II, and the proposed method
leverage both UL and DL pilots.

A. CSI Acquisition Performance
Fig. 8 illustrates the performance of all compared schemes

in scenarios of various SNRs with Nbit = 400 for CSI
feedback, where the data-driven approaches are trained on
the mixed SNR dataset, and all methods are tested under
different SNRs. Notably, the DL channels are predicted for
Ntr = 2 future transmission slots, with each slot spaced by
S∆t following the last SRS subband sounding. Obviously,
the performance of LCE is relatively poor due to the inability
to exploit the correlation among different antennas and slots.
MMSE-Type II achieves a certain performance gain by utiliz-
ing DL information from Type II codebook feedback to obtain
the antenna correlation matrix, which assists the extrapolation
process. In contrast, although the ratio technique also attempts
to exploit the feedback information, it only considers a simple
single-carrier system and thus performs poorly in this scenario,
where the precoding matrix indicator (PMI) codebook and
SRS signal dimensions are mismatched. Additionally, data-
driven NN-based methods are capable of extracting additional
information from datasets, such as KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN,
DACEN, and HASCAN, have shown significant improvements
in performance. Specifically, the DACEN enhances channel
estimation by leveraging dual-attention mechanisms to process
the spatial-delay domain channel. The KDD-SFCEN combined
with TUDCEN utilizes Transformer encoders in the spatial
domain, while a generative Transformer performs recursive
temporal channel extrapolation. Furthermore, HASCAN em-
ploys a spatial-frequency attention mechanism in the spatial-
frequency domain to effectively integrate UL and DL channels.
In the angle-delay domain, the Mamba architecture is utilized
for temporal extrapolation, leveraging its strength in handling
long sequences. Obviously, relying solely on either UL pilot
training or DL quantized feedback cannot yield optimal predic-
tion performance. However, the proposed framework enables
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Fig. 8. NMSE vs. SNR, with Nbit = 400 for CSI
feedback.
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Fig. 9. Cosine similarity vs. SNR, with Nbit =
400 for CSI feedback.
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Fig. 10. Spectral efficiency vs. SNR, with Nbit =
400 for CSI feedback and EZF for precoding.

the HASCAN to jointly exploit both UL and DL signaling,
and outperforms the DL-only method DACEN and the UL-
only method KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN with improvements
of 3.00dB and 2.47dB when SNR = 15dB, respectively. As a
result, the proposed network achieves significant performance
gains over baseline approaches in FR3 massive MIMO scenar-
ios, which clearly demonstrates the superiority of the proposed
framework.

Table II shows the performance of all compared schemes
under varying feedback overhead when SNR = 5dB. Specif-
ically, it can be observed that the performance of the pro-
posed method gradually improves as the feedback overhead
increases. Moreover, LCE, DACEN, and KDD-SFCEN +
TUDCEN exhibit constant performance as they assume perfect
feedback or neglect CSI feedback. The ratio and MMSE
approaches show limited performance variation with respect
to feedback bits, which may be attributed to their ineffi-
cient utilization of PMI. Since the HASCAN leverages the
Transformer-based autoencoder and the upgraded TFFL to
jointly exploit the channel sparsity in the angle-delay domain,
it exhibits only limited degradation with fewer feedback bits.
Additionally, the proposed training Algorithm 1 further en-
sures minimal performance degradation in joint CSI feedback
and channel reconstruction. Notably, the proposed method
nearly achieves a temporal prediction performance of −7 dB
with only 200 bits in a large-scale system, underscoring its
effectiveness and superiority.

Furthermore, to evaluate the robustness of the considered
approaches across the entire FR3 band, we compare the NMSE
performance at four operating frequencies when SNR = 5dB,
as shown in Table III. It can be observed that the CSI
acquisition accuracy of all methods decreases with increasing
center frequency, since higher frequencies exacerbate chan-
nel time-variation. Notably, the proposed method consistently
outperforms all baseline approaches and maintains a channel
prediction accuracy above −5dB, even at fc = 22GHz. This
further demonstrates the superiority and robustness of the
proposed framework, showing its effectiveness throughout the
full FR3 band.

B. DL Transmission Performance

To further investigate the performance of the proposed
method in multi-user DL transmission, we additionally gener-

ate 4,000 channel samples comprising 125 distinct cells, each
containing 16 UEs. We first compare the cosine similarity
performance of all methods, followed by an evaluation of their
spectral efficiency in DL transmission, where the precoding
weights are obtained by eigen zero-forcing (EZF) [53]. Fig. 9
illustrates the cosine similarity performance of all compared
schemes in scenarios of various SNRs with Nbit = 400 for
CSI feedback. Unlike previous scenarios, the Type II codebook
feeds back eigenvectors, which preserve angle information
more effectively. As a result, the MMSE-Type II method
exhibits a greater advantage over the LCE method in terms
of cosine similarity performance and can even surpass the AI-
based method DACEN under high SNR conditions. Similarly,
HASCAN consistently achieves the best cosine similarity
performance across all SNR levels.

Fig. 10 illustrates the spectral efficiency performance of
all compared schemes under various SNRs with Nbit = 400
for CSI feedback during DL transmission. In the simulations,
we further compare the performance of the proposed method
under different loss functions. The model trained with MMSE
loss is denoted as HASCAN-M, while the one trained with
cosine similarity loss is denoted as HASCAN-C. As shown
in Fig. 10, although the ratio technique performs poorly in
terms of NMSE, its angle-domain prediction is still relatively
reasonable, which prevents its spectral efficiency from degrad-
ing drastically. This motivates our use of cosine similarity
as a training loss in HASCAN. Obviously, HASCAN-M
achieves the best spectral efficiency across all SNR levels.
Moreover, HASCAN-C, trained with cosine similarity loss,
further improves spectral efficiency by 26% over HASCAN-
M when SNR = 15dB, without introducing any additional
computational complexity. These results demonstrate the su-
periority and flexibility of the proposed framework for DL
transmission.

C. Ablation Experiment

To further evaluate the superiority of the designed networks,
we conduct an ablation experiment. Specifically, we define
HASCAN-U and HASCAN-D as variants that use only UL
pilot training or only DL quantized feedback, respectively. As
shown in Table IV, KDD denotes KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN
for brevity, KDD-J and DACEN-J represent the KDD-SFCEN
+ TUDCEN and DACEN networks, respectively, which per-
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TABLE II
NMSE VS. FEEDBACK OVERHEAD

Method NMSE(dB) vs. Nbit

200 300 400
Ratio-Type II 2.50 2.51 2.52

LCE −1.80 −1.80 −1.80
MMSE-Type II −2.34 −2.35 −2.36

DACEN −4.12 −4.12 −4.12
KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN −4.44 −4.44 −4.44

HASCAN (This work) −6.80 −6.87 −7.04

TABLE III
NMSE VS. CENTER FREQUENCY

Method NMSE(dB) vs. fc
7GHz 12GHz 17GHz 22GHz

Ratio-Type II 1.41 2.52 3.96 5.10
LCE −3.33 −1.80 0.13 1.79

MMSE-Type II −3.56 −2.36 −0.50 1.20
DACEN −5.03 −4.12 −3.30 −2.89

KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN −4.87 −4.44 −3.78 −3.06
HASCAN (This work) −7.80 −7.04 −6.25 −5.37

TABLE IV
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY COMPARISON AND ABLATION EXPERIMENT OF NN-BASED APPROACHES

Method Module Computational Complexity NMSE(dB)DL estimation CSI feedback UL estimation Joint reconstruction FLOPs Params(MB)
HASCAN (This work) HASCAN HASCAN HASCAN HASCAN 8.21G 69.88 −6.22

DACEN-J DACEN HASCAN HASCAN HASCAN 13.32G 70.86 −5.17
KDD-J HASCAN HASCAN KDD HASCAN 8.35G 104.45 −4.57

HASCAN-D HASCAN HASCAN —— —— 8.16G 69.75 −3.91
DACEN DACEN HASCAN —— —— 12.61G 70.53 −3.64

HASCAN-U —— —— HASCAN —— 7.86G 42.22 −4.58
KDD —— —— KDD —— 7.94G 76.52 −3.83

form channel reconstruction by jointly exploiting UL and DL
pilots within the proposed framework. When SNR = 0dB and
Nbit = 400, Table IV exhibits the CSI acquisition performance
of the proposed method and other NN-based approaches
with joint UL and DL pilot or with only UL/DL pilot. As
indicated in the final four rows in Table IV, HASCAN-U also
outperforms the KDD-SFCEN + TUDCEN with only SRS
inputs, while HASCAN-D outperform the DACEN with only
CSI-RS inputs, validating the effectiveness of the proposed
network design. Furthermore, within the proposed framework,
additional DL/UL pilots can be provided to networks KDD-
SFCEN + TUDCEN and DACEN by HASCAN to enable joint
CSI acquisition. Evidently, KDD-J and DACEN-J both achieve
corresponding performance gains, yet their performance falls
short of the proposed method, further demonstrating the supe-
riority of the designed network and framework.

D. Complexity

In addition, we compare the proposed algorithms in terms
of the number of floating-point operations (FLOPs) and the
total number of network parameters, which are summarized
in Table IV. Benefiting from the SSM structure that models
sequence dependencies via a linear convolution formulation,
Mamba eliminates the need for explicit pairwise interaction
computation across all positions as required by Transformers.
Moreover, the parameters of the SSM kernel, such as Āb,t,f ,
b̄b,t,f and cb,t can be expressed in low-rank or structured
forms, further reducing parameter requirements. Consequently,
the proposed network maintains the lowest parameter count
among all baseline methods. Meanwhile, it can be observed
that the proposed network, owing to the linear complexity of
the SSM architecture, achieves significantly lower FLOPs than
other methods. Compared to the DACEN network based on
the Transformer architecture with quadratic complexity, the
proposed method achieves a roughly 38% reduction in FLOPs.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a joint UL and DL transmission
framework and designed dedicated neural networks for each
key component, which addressed the challenges posed by
the emerging and promising FR3 band. Specifically, the TM-
CFN was developed to enhance sparse-domain CSI feedback
using Transformer and MLP architectures. Furthermore, the
proposed spatial-frequency-attention-based JUDCEN and the
SSM-based MCPN, enabled accurate full-dimensional channel
reconstruction and prediction by jointly utilizing UL and
DL pilot signals. Extensive simulations demonstrated the
proposed framework and networks consistently outperformed
benchmark approaches in terms of NMSE, cosine similarity,
and spectral efficiency. Moreover, the proposed framework
and networks exhibited robustness under different SNR levels
and operating frequencies, while achieving reduced feedback
overhead and computational complexity.
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