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ABSTRACT

In this paper, a distributed compressed estimation (DCE) scheme
is presented based on a distributed recursive-least squares algorith-
m for sparse signals and systems along with a sensing matrix de-
sign procedure based on compressive sensing techniques. The D-
CE scheme consists of compression and decompression modules in-
spired by compressive sensing to perform distributed compressed
estimation. A design procedure is developed under the DCE frame-
work and a novel algorithm is developed to optimize the sensing
matrix, which can further improve the performance of the proposed
DCE and distributed adaptive algorithms. Simulations for a wire-
less sensor network show the advantages of the proposed scheme
and algorithm in terms of convergence rate and mean square error
performance.

Index Terms— Distributed compressed estimation, compres-
sive sensing, sensing matrix design, sensor networks.

1. INTRODUCTION

Distributed signal processing techniques extract information from
data collected at nodes that are distributed over a geographic area [1].
With these distributed approaches, instead of generating an estimate
at one node, an improved estimate is obtained by a specific node that
collects and processes the local information from a set of neighbor
nodes and then combines the information provided by the neigh-
bor nodes with its local estimate. In many scenarios, the unknown
parameter vector to be estimated can be considered as a sparse vec-
tor that contains only a few nonzero coefficients. Many algorithms
have been developed for sparse signal estimation [2, 3, 4, 5]. How-
ever, these techniques are designed with the full dimension of the
observed data, which increases the computational cost, slows down
the convergence rate and degrades mean square error (MSE) perfor-
mance.

Compressive sensing (CS) [6, 7] is an emerging research area in
the signal processing community. It has been successfully applied
to diverse fields, such as image processing [8], wireless communi-
cations [9] and MIMO radar [10]. The application of CS to wireless
sensor networks (WSNs) has been recently investigated in [9], [11]
and [12]. In [11], a greedy algorithm called precognition matching
pursuit was developed for CS and used at sensors and the fusion cen-
ter to achieve fast reconstruction. However, the sensors are assumed
to capture the target signal perfectly with only measurement noise.
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A sparse model that allows the use of CS for the online recovery of
large data sets in WSNs was proposed in [13], but it assumes that
the sensor measurements could be gathered directly, without an es-
timation procedure. In Xu and de Lamare [12] compressed transmit
strategies and estimation techniques were considered using a dis-
tributed compressed estimation (DCE) scheme along with stochastic
gradient algorithms for parameter estimation and adjustment of the
sensing matrix.

In CS problems, we consider v ∈ ℜM×1 with vk being its kth
element. The zero-norm ∥v∥0 is defined to count the number of non-
zero elements in v. For a matrix Φ ∈ ℜD×M , the spark is defined
as the smallest number of columns in Φ that are linearly dependent.
It has been shown in [14] that any S-sparse vector ω can be exactly
recovered from the projection ω̄ via

min
ω

∥ω∥0 s.t. ω̄ = Φω (1)

which can be solved using orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) [15]
as long as the spark of the sensing matrix Φ is greater than 2S.
Moreover, it has been pointed out that a larger spark of Φ leads to a
larger signal space among which the sparse vector can be exactly re-
covered. However, calculating the spark of a matrix is very complex.
Alternative properties that guarantee the recovery are then required
for designing a suitable sensing matrix Φ.

The mutual coherence of Φ, which is defined as

µ(Φ) , max
1≤i ̸=j≤L

|ϕT
i ϕj |

∥ϕi∥2∥ϕj∥2
(2)

can be employed to provide recovery guarantees [14], [16]. Note
that T denotes the transpose operator and ϕk is the kth atom of Φ.
As shown in [14], an S-sparse signal can be successfully recovered
from the measurement if

S < 1/2[1 + µ−1(Φ)] (3)

The system will allow a wider set of candidate signals to be exactly
recovered with a smaller µ(Φ).

In this work, a distributed CS-based approach based on the DCE
scheme with a distributed recursive least-squares (DRLS) algorith-
m that incorporates compression and decompression modules along
with a novel sensing matrix design is developed for distributed esti-
mation problems. In the compression module, the unknown param-
eter ω0 is compressed into a lower dimension followed by a DRLS
algorithm performed in a compressed dimension. This approach re-
duces the required bandwidth and improves the MSE performance
with a faster convergence rate. Then the decompression module re-
covers the compressed estimator into its original dimension using
the OMP algorithm [15]. A novel sensing matrix design approach is
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proposed to minimize the mutual coherence and is incorporated into
the DCE scheme. With a closed-form solution, the designed sensing
matrix can be pre-calculated and does not require any computational
load to update its parameter during the operation of the system. Sim-
ulation results illustrate the performance of the proposed scheme and
algorithm against existing techniques.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the sys-
tem model and the problem statement. In Section 3, we review the
DCE scheme and its operation. The proposed sensing matrix design
is presented in Section 4. Simulation results are provided in Section
5, whereas the conclusions are given in Section 6.

2. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

Let us consider a WSN with N nodes in a partially connected topol-
ogy which employs a diffusion protocol. A partially connected net-
work means that nodes can exchange information only with their
neighbors as determined by the connectivity topology. At every time
instant i, the scalar measurement dk(i) received by the sensor at each
node k can be expressed as

dk(i) = ω
H
0 xk(i) + nk(i), i = 1, 2, . . . , I, (4)

where xk(i) is the M -dimensional input signal vector, nk(i) is the
additive noise at each node with zero mean and variance σ2

n,k. The
M -dimensional unknown parameter vector ω0 should be estimated
by the network in a distributed fashion. We assume that ω0 is a
sparse vector with only S ≪ M non-zero coefficients. The aim of
such a network is to estimate the parameter vector that minimizes
the cost function given by

J(ω) =

N∑
k=1

i∑
j=1

λi−j{|dk(j)− ωHxk(j)|2}, (5)

where λ is a positive real-valued forgetting factor that is less than
one. Distributed estimation of ω0 is appealing because it can bring
robustness against noisy measurements, reduce complexity and com-
munication overheads, and improve performance. In order to ob-
tain a distributed estimator, the cost-effective adapt–then–combine
(ATC) diffusion strategy can be employed [1], which firstly updates
the local estimators ψk(i) with ωk(i), and then computes the im-
proved estimator as

ωk(i+ 1) =
∑
l∈Nk

cklψl(i), (6)

where Nk indicates the set of neighbors for node k, ψk(i) is the
local estimator of node k, |Nk| denotes the cardinality of Nk and
ckl is the combination coefficient, which is calculated with respect
to the Metropolis rule

ckl =
1

max(|Nk|,|Nl|)
, if k ̸= l are linked

ckl = 0, for k and l are not linked
ckk = 1−

∑
l∈Nk/k

ckl, for k = l
(7)

and should satisfy
∑

l ckl = 1, l ∈ Nk,∀k. Existing distributed
sparsity-aware estimation strategies, e.g., [2], [4] and [5], are de-
signed using the full dimension signal space. In order to improve the
MSE performance, reduce the required bandwidth and optimize the
distributed processing, the DCE scheme based on CS techniques has
been developed for a WSN [12]. The problem we are interested in
here is how to design and incorporate an optimized sensing matrix
computed offline into the DCE scheme.

3. PROPOSED DCE WITH OPTIMIZED SENSING MATRIX
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Fig. 1. Proposed Compressive Sensing Modules

In this section, the proposed DCE scheme with optimized sens-
ing matrix will be detailed. As shown in Fig. 1, the proposed scheme
employs compression and decompression modules along with an op-
timized sensing matrix inspired by CS techniques to perform dis-
tributed compressed estimation. In the proposed scheme, at each
node, the sensor first observes the M×1 vector xk(i), then the com-
pressed version D×1 vector x̄k(i) is obtained with a D×M sensing
matrix. In what follows, all D–dimensional quantities are designat-
ed with an overbar. By introducing the CS based transformation, the
estimation of ω0 will be carried out in the compressed domain using
a DRLS algorithm. In other words, the proposed scheme estimates
ω̄0 instead ofω0; note that D is assumed much smaller than M . The
decompression module employs a D × M sensing matrix Φ and a
reconstruction algorithm to obtain an estimate of ω0. One advan-
tage for the DCE scheme with optimal sensing matrix is that fewer
parameters need to be transmitted between neighbor nodes and the
sensing matrix is fixed during the transmission which will reduce the
computational load in the nodes.

We start the description of the proposed DCE scheme based on
a DRLS algorithm with optimized sensing matrix with the scalar
measurement dk(i) given by

dk(i) = ω̄
H
0 x̄k(i) + nk(i), i = 1, 2, . . . , I, (8)

where ω̄0 = Φkω0 and x̄k(i) is the D× 1 input signal vector. This
operation is depicted in Fig. 1 as the compression module.

The DCE scheme with a DRLS algorithm consists of three steps:

• Adaptation of local estimator

In the adaptation step, at each time instant i=1,2, . . . , I, each node
k=1,2, . . . , N, generates a local compressed estimator ψ̄k(i) through

ψ̄k(i) = ω̄k(i− 1) +Kk(i)e
∗
k(i), (9)

where ek(i) = dk(i) − ω̄H
k (i − 1)x̄k(i) is the error signal, the

Kalman gain is given by Kk(i) =
R̄−1

k
(i−1)x̄k(i)

λ+x̄H
k

(i)R̄−1
k

(i−1)x̄k(i)
, and

the update of the inverse of the covariance matrix is obtained by
R̄−1

k (i) = 1
λ

[
R̄−1

k (i− 1)−Kk(i)x̄
H
k (i)R̄−1

k (i− 1)
]
, where

R̄−1
k (0) = I/δ is the initialization.

• Information exchange

In the DCE scheme, only the local compressed estimator ψ̄k(i) will
be transmitted between node k and all its neighbor nodes.

• Combination for an improved estimator

3692



At each time instant i=1,2, . . . , I, the combination step starts
after the information exchange is finished. Each node will combine
the local compressed estimators from its neighbor nodes and itself
through

ω̄k(i+ 1) =
∑
l∈Nk

cklψ̄l(i), (10)

to compute the updated compressed estimator ω̄k(i+ 1).
After the final iteration I , each node will employ the OMP re-

construction strategy to generate the decompressed estimatorωk(I).
Other reconstruction algorithms can also be used. The decompres-
sion module shown in Fig. 1 illustrates the details. In summary, dur-
ing the DCE procedure, only the local compressed estimator ψ̄k(i)
will be transmitted over the network resulting in a reduction of the
number of parameters to be transmitted from M to D.

4. SENSING MATRIX OPTIMIZATION

In this section, a novel sensing matrix design that minimizes the mu-
tual coherence of the sensing matrix is proposed to further improve
the performance of the DCE scheme. As the sensing matrix is de-
signed for some matrix properties, it can be pre-calculated and re-
mains fixed during the operation of the system to save computational
complexity at each node.

Let us denote G = ΦT Φ = {gij} and let Sc be the diagonal
matrix whose kth element is given by g

−1/2
kk for k = 1, 2, . . . ,M .

The Gram matrix of Φ̄ = ΦSc, denoted as Ḡ = {ḡij}, is then
normalized such that ḡkk = 1, ∀k. Therefore, we have µ(Φ) =
maxi̸=j |ḡij |. This means that µ(Φ) measures the maximum linear
dependency possibly achieved by any two columns of the matrix Φ.
It has been shown in [17] that for a matrix Φ of dimensions D×M ,
µ(Φ) is bounded by

µ ,
√

M −D

D(M − 1)
≤ µ(Φ) ≤ 1, (11)

with µ being the Welch bound. Furthermore, the author of [16]
defined another indicator that is more related to the matrix perfor-
mance, namely the averaged mutual coherence:

µav(Φ) ,
∑

∀ (i,j)∈Sav
|ḡij |

Nav
, (12)

where Sav , {(i, j) : µ̄ ≤ |ḡij | < 1}, with 0 ≤ µ̄ < 1 a given
value and Nav is the number of elements in Sav .

As seen from the relationship between sparsity and mutual co-
herence (3), it is natural for us to design the sensing matrix Φ such
that the absolute values of the off-diagonal elements of the corre-
sponding Gram matrix are as small as possible, that is

min
Φ

∥ΦT Φ− IM∥2F , (13)

with IM denoting the identity matrix of dimension M and ∥ · ∥F the
Frobenius norm. In [18] and [19], the closed-form solutions to (13)
were derived as

Φ = U [ID 0]V T , (14)

where both U and V are arbitrary orthonormal matrices that leave
us space to further improve the performance of Φ.

However, for a matrix of dimension D×M , the ideal Grammian
IM is unattainable. As indicated in [17] - [19], an equiangular tight
frame (ETF) can achieve the minimal mutual coherence which is
the Welch bound defined in (11). It is this fact that motivates us to

further design the sensing matrix to approximate an ETF under the
constraint of (14) with regard to orthonormal matricesU andV , that
is

min
Φ

∥Φ−Φetf∥2F s.t. Φ = U [ID 0]V T , (15)

with Φetf denoting the target ETF. According to [20] and [21], we
construct a relaxed ETF as the target frame in the following way:

• With an initial Φ, obtain the matrix Φ̄ by normalizing the
columns of Φ;

• Calculate the Gram matrix Ḡ = Φ̄T Φ̄ = {ḡij} and then
apply the following shrinking operation

G̃(i, j) =

 ḡij , i ̸= j, |ḡij | ≤ η
sgn[ḡij ]η, i ̸= j, |ḡij | > η
1, i = j

, (16)

with sgn[·] being the sign function and η a shrinking thresh-
old to bound the absolute values of the off-diagonal elements,
producing G̃;

• Apply the singular value decomposition (SVD) to G̃ to set
the matrix rank to D, obtaining Ǧ, and then compute a Φ̌ ∈
ℜD×M such that Φ̌T Φ̌ = Ǧ;

• Find a new Φ that is the nearest M/D-tight frame to Φ̌, ac-
cording to Φ =

√
M/D(Φ̌Φ̌T )−1/2Φ̌.

Repeat the above procedures several times and we can get a relaxed
ETF Φetf as the target.

Now the design problem can be stated as follows:

min
U∈So(D), V ∈So(M)

∥U [ID 0]V T −Φetf∥2F , (17)

where So(N) denotes the set of N × N orthonormal matrices. A
popular method to handle this multivariate problem is alternating
minimization [22, 23, 24, 25], i.e., updating U and V alternately.
To this end, let us define the following cost function:

f(U ,V ) = ∥U [ID 0]V T −Φetf∥2F
= ∥UF1 −Φetf∥2F
= ∥V F2 −ΦT

etf∥2F ,

where
F1 , [ID 0]V T , F2 , [ID 0]TUT

are only related to V and U , respectively. So the alternating mini-
mization procedure can be listed as follows:

• Step I: Fix V , update U with

min
U∈So(D)

∥UF1 −Φetf∥2F

• Step II: Fix U , update V with

min
V ∈So(M)

∥V F2 −ΦT
etf∥2F

Iterating Step I and Step II results in our designed sensing matrix.
Considering the general expression:

min
X∈So(N)

{∥XY −Z∥2F , ϱ}. (18)

Denote tr[·] as the trace operator, then

ϱ = tr[Y T Y ] + tr[ZTZ]− 2tr[XY ZT ].
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Hence

(18) ⇔ max
X∈So(N)

tr[XW ] s.t. W = Y ZT .

LetW = UwΣwV
T
w be the SVD ofW , then

tr[XW ] = tr[ΣwV
T
w XUw] , tr[ΣwR].

Note that R = V T
w XUw = {rij} is still orthonormal. Thus, we

have

tr[ΣwR] =

N∑
k=1

σkrkk ≤
N∑

k=1

σk

in which equality holds if rkk = 1, ∀k, i.e.,R is the identity matrix,
which leads to

X = VwU
T
w . (19)

With the above conclusion, we can solve (17) by optimizing U and
V in an alternating fashion, resulting in the solution of (15).

5. SIMULATIONS

In this section, the proposed DCE scheme with a DRLS algorithm
and the sensing matrix optimization algorithm are considered in a
WSN application, where a partially connected network with N = 20
nodes is considered. The contrasts are denoted as least mean square
(LMS)-RSM, LMS-OSM, RLS-RSM, and RLS-OSM for the cases
that represent the combinations of LMS with random sensing matrix
(which is also the main idea of [12]), LMS with optimized sensing
matrix, RLS with random sensing matrix, and RLS with optimized
sensing matrix, respectively.

We set M = 50, D = 10, and S = 3. The variance of the
noise is 0.001, while the variance of the input signal is 1. For the
ETF construction method, η = 1.5µ. The numbers of iterations for
constructing ETF, alternately updating U and V are both fixed to
100. The MSE performance and the distance between the unknown
parameter vector ω0 and its estimate are shown for comparison. All
results are obtained by averaging 1000 independent runs.
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Fig. 2. MSE versus time instant with D = 10. The step-size for LMS is
µ0 = 0.45, the parameters for RLS are δ = 0.1 and λ = 0.9.

As shown in Fig. 2, the MSE performance of the proposed D-
CE with different sensing matrices and local estimator updating al-
gorithms are compared. The RLS versions outperform the LMS
versions while the proposed sensing matrix design provides DCE
a faster convergence when compared with DCE without the sensing
matrix optimization.
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Fig. 3. Gram matrices of different sensing matrices with D = 10.

The corresponding Gram matrices of random sensing matrix and
designed sensing matrix are depicted in Fig. 3. We set µ̄ = µ when
calculating µav . It can be found that the designed sensing matrix has
a smaller mutual coherence and a smaller average mutual coherence.
These properties lead to a better reconstruction and hence improve
the performance of the system.
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Fig. 4. Distance between the ω0 and its estimate versus sparsity S.

In the last simulation, the same setting as to obtain Fig. 2 is em-
ployed except for the sparsity S. Fig. 4 shows the distance between
the unknown parameter vector ω0 and its estimate versus sparsity
S. The proposed sensing matrix introduces a shorter distance than
the random sensing matrix, while in this scenario, LMS and RLS
adaptive algorithms for updating the local estimator achieve similar
performance.

6. CONCLUSIONS

A novel DCE scheme and adaptive RLS version for calculating lo-
cal estimators have been proposed for sparse parameter vector es-
timation based on CS techniques. In addition, the sensing matrix
has been optimized to minimize the mutual coherence. In the D-
CE scheme, the estimation procedure is performed in a compressed
dimension. The results for a WSN application show that the DCE
scheme outperforms existing strategies in terms of convergence rate,
reduced bandwidth and MSE performance.

3694



7. REFERENCES

[1] C. G. Lopes and A. H. Sayed, “Diffusion least-mean squares
over adaptive networks: Formulation and performance anal-
ysis,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 56, no. 7, pp. 3122-
3136, July 2008.

[2] S. Xu, R. C. de Lamare, and H. V. Poor, “Adaptive link selec-
tion strategies for distributed estimation in diffusion wireless
networks,” in Proc. IEEE ICASSP, Vancouver, Canada, 2013.

[3] P. Di Lorenzo, S. Barbarossa, and A. H. Sayed, “Distributed
spectrum estimation for small cell networks based on sparse
diffusion adaptation,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol.
20, no. 12, pp. 1261-1265, Dec. 2013.

[4] S. Chouvardas, K. Slavakis, Y. Kopsinis, and S. Theodor-
idis, “A sparsity promoting adaptive algorithm for distributed
learning,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 60, no. 10, pp.
5412-5425, Oct. 2012.

[5] P. Di Lorenzo and A. H. Sayed, “Sparse distributed learning
based on diffusion adaptation,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process.,
vol. 61, no. 6, pp. 1419-1433, March 2013.

[6] D. L. Donoho, “Compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Inf. The-
ory, vol. 52, no. 4, pp. 1289-1306, April 2006.

[7] E. J. Candès and M. B. Wakin, “An introduction to compres-
sive sampling,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 25, no. 2, pp.
21-30, Mar. 2008.

[8] J. Romberg, “Imaging via compressive sampling,” IEEE Sig-
nal Process. Mag., vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 14-20, March 2008.

[9] W. Bajwa, J. Haupt, A. Sayeed, and R. Nowak, “Compressive
wireless sensing,” in Proc. IEEE Inform. Process. Sens. Netw.,
Nashville, TN, April 2006.

[10] Y. Yao, A. P. Petropulu, and H. V. Poor, “MIMO radar using
compressive sampling,” IEEE Journal on Selected Topics in
Signal Processing, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 146-163, Feb. 2010.

[11] C. Wei, M. Rodrigues, and I. J. Wassell, “Distributed com-
pressive sensing reconstruction via common support discov-
ery,” in IEEE International Conference on Communications,
Kyoto, Japan, June 2011.

[12] S. Xu. R. C. de Lamare, and H. V. Poor, “Distributed com-
pressed estimation based on compressive sensing,” IEEE Sig-
nal Processing Letters, vol. 22, no. 9, pp. 1311-1315, Sept.
2015.

[13] D. Baron, M. F. Duarte, M. B. Wakin, S. Sarvotham, and R.
G. Baraniuk, “Distributed compressive sensing,” in ECE De-
partment Tech. Report TREE-0612, Rice University, Houston,
TX, November 2006.

[14] D. L. Donoho and M. Elad, “Optimally sparse representa-
tion in general (nonorthonormal) dictionaries via l1 mini-
mization,” Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci., vol. 100, no. 5, pp. 2197-
2202, Mar. 2003.

[15] J. A. Tropp, “Greed is good: Algorithmic results for sparse
approximation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 50, no. 10, pp.
2231-2242, Oct. 2004.

[16] M. Elad, “Optimized projections for compressed sensing,”
IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 5695-5702,
Dec. 2007.

[17] T. Strohmer and R. W. Heath, “Grassmannian frames with ap-
plications to coding and communication,” Appl. Comp. Har-
monic Anal., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 257-275, May 2003.

[18] G. Li, Z. Zhu, D. Yang, L. Chang, and H. Bai, “On projection
matrix optimization for compressive sensing systems,” IEEE
Trans. Signal Process., vol. 61, no. 11, pp. 2887-2898, Jun.
2013.

[19] H. Bai, G. Li, S. Li, Q. Li, Q. Jiang, and L. Chang, “Alternat-
ing optimization of sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary
for compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.
63, no. 6, pp. 1581-1594, Mar. 2015.

[20] J. A. Tropp, I. S. Dhillon, R. W. Heath, Jr., and T. Strohmer,
“Designing structured tight frame via alternating projection,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51, no. 1, pp. 188-209, 2005.

[21] E. V. Tsiligianni, L. P. Kondi, and A. K. Katsaggelos, “Con-
struction of incoherent unit norm tight frames with applica-
tion to compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol.
60, no. 4, pp. 2319-2330, Apr. 2014.

[22] U. Niesen, D. Shah, and G. W. Wornell, “Adaptive alternating
minimization algorithms,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 55,
no. 3, pp. 1423-1429, Mar. 2009.

[23] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Reduced-rank adap-
tive filtering based on joint iterative optimization of adaptive
filters,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 14, no. 12, De-
cember 2007.

[24] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Adaptive reduced-
rank processing based on joint and iterative interpolation, dec-
imation, and filtering,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 57,
no. 7, pp. 2503-2514, July 2009.

[25] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Reduced-rank space-
time adaptive interference suppression with joint iterative
least squares algorithms for spread-spectrum systems,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 59, no. 3, pp.
1217-1228, March 2010.

3695


