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Abstract—Extremely large-scale antenna array (ELAA) is
promising as one of the key ingredients for the sixth gen-
eration (6G) of wireless communications. The electromagnetic
propagation of spherical wavefronts introduces an additional
distance-dependent dimension beyond conventional beamspace.
In this paper, we first present one concise closed-form channel
formulation for extremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-
output (XL-MIMO). All line-of-sight (LoS) and non-line-of-sight
(NLoS) paths, far-field and near-field scenarios, and XL-MIMO
and XL-MISO channels are unified under the framework, where
additional Vandermonde windowing matrix is exclusively consid-
ered for LoS path. Under this framework, we further propose one
low-complexity unified LoS/NLoS orthogonal matching pursuit
(XL-UOMP) algorithm for XL-MIMO channel estimation. The
simulation results demonstrate the superiority of the proposed
algorithm on both estimation accuracy and pilot consumption.

Index Terms—XL-MIMO, compressive sensing, channel formu-
lation, sparse estimation

I. INTRODUCTION

Extremely large-scale antenna array (ELAA) is a signif-

icant feature of several key candidate technologies in sixth

generation (6G) mobile networks, especially for Terahertz

(THz) communications [1], [2] and reconfigurable intelligent

surface (RIS) [3]. Benefitted from large aperture and ex-

tremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (XL-MIMO)

capabilities, ELAAs can greatly enhance transmission rates

and network coverage. Meanwhile, spherical-wavefront elec-

tromagnetic propagation must not be overlooked for accurate

beamfocusing instead of planar-wavefront [4], [5]. In contrast

to the conventional beamspace (angular-domain) representa-

tion, additional distance-dependent dimension should be con-

sidered in ELAA system, which presents both challenges and

promising opportunities in the coming 6G mobile networks.

The near-field channel state information (CSI) acquisition

is one of the most crucial challenges for ELAA signal pro-

cessing, due to the excessive overhead and huge complexity.

The near-field communications can be broadly divided into

two categories, i.e., the XL-MISO and XL-MIMO systems.

The former is relatively straightforward since the 1-D channel

vector is always rank-one and is easily formulated by near-field

steering vector. For XL-MIMO model, the channel turns much

more complex. On the one hand, the line-of-sight (LoS) path

This work was supported by the National Postdoctoral Researcher Funding
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contains multiple ranks, known as intra-path multiplexing [6].

The product of steering vectors at transmitter (Tx)/ receiver

(Rx) sides cannot be adopted directly for LoS representation.

Additional Tx/Rx-intertwined coefficient should be considered

for accurate channel representation. On the other hand, the

non-line-of-sight (NLoS) paths show different representation

from LoS one [7], which further deteriorates the accuracy and

complexity of XL-MIMO channel formulation and estimation.

The existing near-field CSI acquisition schemes can be sum-

marized as follows. [8] first studied the ELAA and proposed

one subarray-based estimation scheme. Then [9] introduced the

polar-domain representation estimation method via compres-

sive sensing. [10] proposes two-phase estimation to decrease

overhead and computational complexity. The chirp-based hier-

archical codebook-based near-field beam training was further

provided in our previous work [11] for overhead reduction.

Nevertheless, those above methods are merely designed for

single-antenna user scenario and are not applicable for XL-

MIMO scenario. To our best knowledge, limited studies have

been conducted for CSI acquisition. Only [12] presented a

hybrid spherical-planar-wave channel model, where several

subdivided ULA fractions are individually considered with

redundant overhead and complexity. Besides, [7] quantized

the entire spatial space and proposed an maximum-likelihood-

based traversal method which suffers from the same issue.

In this paper, we aim at addressing the near-field modeling

mismatch and overhead consumption problems. Most impor-

tantly, we formulate the XL-MIMO channel through a con-

cise closed-form expression, with quite small approximation

error. The distinctions between LoS and NLoS paths, spherical

and planar-wavefront propagations, single and multiple-antenna

user scenarios are all unified under this framework. Further-

more, we design one low-complexity compressive sensing-

based scheme called unified LoS/NLoS orthogonal matching

pursuit (XL-UOMP) algorithm. Simulation results demonstrate

the superiority of the proposed algorithm on both estimation

accuracy and pilot consumption.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a narrowband point-to-point near-field mmWave

system where both the transmitter and receiver are equipped

with uniform linear array (ULA), as shown in Fig. 1. At the

Tx side, NRF radio frequency (RF) chains are assigned to NT
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of near-field XL-MIMO system model.

antennas via fully-connected phase shift network (NRF ≪ NT),

and similarly NR antennas are deployed at Rx side with NRF

RF chains (NRF ≪ NR). The antenna arrays at Tx/Rx sides

are indexed as n1 ∈ {−
NT

2 + 1, . . . , NT

2 } and n2 ∈ {−
NR

2 +
1, . . . , NR

2 } from left to right, respectively. The antenna spacing

is defined as half of the carrier wavelength d = λ/2. The

transmission distance between the Tx/Rx antenna elements is

marked as rn1,n2 , and particularly, r0 denotes the transmission

distance between the central elements of Tx/Rx arrays. The

fully-connected precoding/combining structures are deployed

at Tx/Rx sides, marked as Ft ∈ CNT×NRF and Wt ∈ CNR×NRF

inside the t-th timeslot.

We herein consider non-coplanar and non-parallel ULA

Tx/Rx arrays, the formulation of which will be much more

complicated and general compared with previous state-of-the-

art works [7], [12]. As shown in Fig. 1, the Tx array is set

inside the plane A (green region spanned by Tx array vector

and LoS path to Rx central point n2 = 0 in Fig. 1), and Rx

array is slanted outside this plane A with tilt angle φL
rx. θLtx

denotes the angle of departure at Tx side and θLrx represents

the angle of arrival for the virtual Rx array projected inside

plane A (dashed array in Fig. 1). The distance-dependent LoS

path can be strictly formulated as

H̄L(n1, n2) = gL ·

[

1

rn1,n2

· exp(−j2πrn1,n2/λ)

]

, (1)

where 1
rn1,n2

gL denotes the distance-dependent LoS path loss.

Similarly, let rtx
n1,l

and rrx
n2,l

denote the transmission distance

between Tx/Rx array element and the l-th scatterer, respec-

tively. Then the NLoS channel is yielded as

H̄NL
l =gNL

l ·

[

1
rtx
n1,l

1
rrx
n2,l

· exp
(

− j2π(rtx
n1,l

+ rrx
n2,l

)/λ
)

]

NR×NT

l = 1 . . . , L.
(2)

Therefore, the received signal at Rx side can be formulated as

follows:

Yt =W
H
t

(

H̄L +
L
∑

l=1

H̄NL
l

)

Ftst + nt, (3)

where nt denotes the additive white Gaussian noise with

variance σ2 following nt ∼ CN (0, σ2INRF
). Let H̄ = H̄L +

∑L
l=1 H̄

NL
l represent the total channel response with both LoS

and NLoS components.

III. LOS/NLOS CHANNEL APPROXIMATION AND

ANALYSIS

In fact, the transmission distance (rn1,n2 , rtx
n1,l

or rrx
n2,l

) does

not varies nonlinearly with indices n1 and n2 that rapidly.

However, under the high-frequency such as mmWave or sub-

THz scenarios, the tiny wavelength λ (almost 10−5 ∼ 10−3

metres) will provide a huge amplification effect for the non-

linear variation inside phase components (1), (2). This inspires

us that for each path, we can simplify the channel amplitudes

into spatial-independent factors and focus more on the phase

variations.

For each NLoS path, the transmission distances between the

scatterer and Tx/Rx are approximated via Taylor expansion and

the former three terms are reserved under spherical wavefront

assumption. The derivation is omitted for brevity since the

process is quite similar to that in near-field MISO system,

which has been extensively studied in [9], [11]. Given the

distance-isolated term outside the path loss, i.e., gNL
l , the final

approximated NLoS channel is written as follows

HNL
l =

gNL
l e−j2π(rtx

0,l+rrx
0,l)/λ

rtx
0,lr

rx
0,l

· bNR
(brx

l , k
rx
l )b

H
NT

(btx
l , k

tx
l ), (4)

where

bN (b, k) =
[

exp(−jπ(bn+kn
2))

]

N×1
, n = −

N

2
+ 1, . . . ,

N

2
(5)

is the near-field steering vector. b and k here denote the first-

order and second-order Taylor coefficient, respectively. Notice

that for each NLoS path, HNL
l is still rank-one matrix and

sparse in polar-domain representation, which is consistent to

the previous studies.

However, the near-field LoS channel exhibits entirely dif-

ferent characteristics. First, the coordinates of the Tx array

elements are easily obtained as (dn1, 0, 0), and similarly, the

Rx coordinates can be yielded to (6). Then the transmission

distance can be strictly formulated as (7). Through Taylor

expansion in (a), we approximate the near-field distance formu-

lation and obtain the final second-order representation 1. In con-

trast to the previous near-field NLoS paths, additional Tx/Rx-

intertwined second-order term exists in the XL-MIMO LoS

channel, which limits formulation accuracy and beamfocusing

performance, or positively speaking, promotes the possibility

of intra-path multiplexing [6]. Due to the spherical wavefront

at double sides (Tx and Rx) in the near-field communication,

conventional beamspace or recent polar-domain representation

(corresponding to near-field MISO scenario specifically) will

suffer severe modeling distortion and beamforming degradation

due to the Tx/Rx intertwined component in (7). How to

establish the closed-form channel expression mathematically

and succinctly with joint unification of LoS/NLoS styles is

1It is reasonable to adopt Taylor expansion since the first-order is exactly
the far-field transmission distance approximation, where the second-order
expansion is compatible and more accurate



Rx n2 :

(

r0 sin θ
L
tx , r0 cos θ

L
tx , 0

)

+

(

dn2 sin(
π

2
− θ

L
rx + θ

L
tx ) cosφ

L
rx, dn2 cos(

π

2
− θ

L
rx + θ

L
tx ) cos φ

L
rx, dn2 sin φ

L
rx

)

(6)

rn1,n2 =

√
(

r0 sin θLtx + dn2 sin(
π

2
− θLrx + θLtx ) cos φ

L
rx − dn1

)2

+

(

r0 cos θLtx + dn2 cos(
π

2
− θLrx + θLtx ) cos φ

L
rx

)2

+

(

dn2 sinφL
rx

)2

=

√

r20 +

(

2r0 sin θLrx cos φL
rx · dn2 − 2r0 sin θLtx · dn1

)

+

(

d2n2
1 + d2n2

2 − 2 cos(θLrx − θLtx ) cos φ
L
rx · d2n1n2

)

(a)
≈ r0 +

(

− dn1 sin θ
L
tx + dn2 sin θ

L
rx cosφ

L
rx

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

first-order: far-field approximation

+

(
cos2 θLtx

r0
d
2
n
2
1 +

1− sin2 θLrx cos
2 φL

rx

r0
d
2
n
2
2 −

cos θLtx cos θ
L
rx cosφ

L
rx

r0
d
2
n1n2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

second-order: near-field approximation

= r0 +

(

− dn1 sin θ
L
tx +

cos2 θLtx
r0

d
2
n
2
1

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Tx-dependent

+

(

dn2 sin θ
L
rx cos φ

L
rx +

1− sin2 θLrx cos
2 φL

rx

r0
d
2
n
2
2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Rx-dependent

−
cos θLtx cos θ

L
rx cosφ

L
rx

r0
d
2
n1n2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Tx/Rx-coupled term

(7)

significant and challenging, which will greatly benefit CSI

acquirement and beamfocusing design.

Substituting (7) into the LoS channel, we obtain the approx-

imated closed-form LoS representation:

HL =
gLe−j2πr0/λ

r0
·

(

bNR
(brx

0 , k
rx
0 )b

H
NT

(btx
0 , k

tx
0 )

)

⊙ V0, (8)

where

V0 =

[

exp(j2π · ω0 · n1n2)

]

NR×NT

(9)

is a specific Vandermonde windowing matrix that acts on the

conventional steering matrix bNR
bHNT

via element-wise product.

The detailed parameters in (8) are formulated as follows:


























































brx
0 = sin θL

rx cosφ
L
rx

krx
0 =

λ(1 − sin2 θLrx cos
2 φL

rx)

2r0

btx
0 = sin θL

tx

ktx
0 =−

λ · cos2 θLtx
2r0

ω0 =
λ · cos θLtx cos θ

L
rx cosφ

L
rx

4r0

, (10)

where {brx
0 , k

rx
0 } represents the beamforming direction at Rx

side while {btx
0 , k

tx
0 } represents the beamforming direction at Tx

side. More importantly, ω0 here controls the degree of freedom

(DoF) of channel matrix. More DoFs (or ranks) can be obtained

with increased value of ω0, which also means larger channel

approximation error via conventional polar-domain represen-

tation. Instead of estimating the spatial four-parameter group

{θL
tx, θ

L
rx, φ

L
rx, r0}, we herein consider the rapid compressive-

sensing-based estimation of the five-element tuple in (10).

The concise expression and independent relationships here can

greatly simplify the estimation process, reduce complexity,

and minimize overhead. And the following theorem for LoS

channel can be yielded :

Theorem 1: The LoS channel HL contains full rank

min{NT, NR} mathematically, but the number of available

pipelines here can be approximated as ω0NTNR.

Proof: See Appendix.

Specifically, when we set the windowing parameter ω0 = 0,

the windowing Vandermonde matrix turns into V = 1NR×NT
.

Then the LoS channel is further simplified to rank-one matrix,

which contains the same pattern with NLoS paths (4). On

the contrary, when we set the windowing parameter ω0 = 1,

the Vandermonde matrix (1 ∼ min{NT, NR} columns and

rows) will turn into discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix,

with full rank min{NT, NR}. In near-field communications, the

windowing parameter should follow 0 ≤ ω0 ≪
1

min{NT,NR}
in

practice. Therefore, it is easily observed that the NLoS channel

(4) is one specific case of LoS representation with ω0 = 0
and thus we can gather them into one unified mathematical

framework.

For convenience, we omit the inner parameter in LoS/NLoS

steering vector and rewrite them as bNR,0, bNT,0 and

bNR,l, bNT,l, l = 1, . . . , L, respectively. Besides, we define the

total LoS and NLoS path loss as β0 and βl, l = 1, . . . , L, re-

spectively. Then the unified closed-form expression of noiseless

received signal is reformulated as

yt =W
H
t ·

(

β0(bNR,0b
H
NT,0)⊙ V +

L∑

l=1

βlbNR,lb
H
NT,l

)

· Ftst

=W
H
t ·

( L∑

l=0

βl · (bNR,lb
H
NT,l

)⊙ Vl

)

· Ftst,

(11)

where the 0-th path denotes the LoS one while the rest L paths

represent the NLoS ones. Vl is the Vandermonde windowing

matrix following the same pattern in (9) with inner parameter

ωl. For all NLoS paths, to guarantee the rank-one matrix

characteristic, ωl should always keep zero except the LoS case

l = 0.



IV. UNIFIED LOS/NLOS SPARSE ESTIMATION

Under the unified framework about received signal in (11),

the critical point is the dictionary matrix establishment for com-

pressive sensing. First we make vectorization for the noiseless

received signal as

yt =

(

(Ftst)
T ⊗W

H
t

)

· vec

( L∑

l=0

βl · (bNR,lb
H
NT,l

)⊙ Vl

)

=

(

(Ftst)
T ⊗W

H
t

)

·

( L∑

l=0

βl · (b
∗

NT,l
⊗ bNR,l ⊙ vl)

)

=

(

(Ftst)
T ⊗W

H
t

)

·G · β,

(12)

where vl = vec(Vl) is the vectorization of windowing matrix

Vl, β = [β0, . . . , βL]
T and G = [b∗NT,l

⊗ bNR,l ⊙ vl], l =
0, . . . , L represent the path gain vector and generalized steering

matrix, respectively. Without loss of generality, we define ψt =
(Ftst)

T ⊗WH
t as the sensing vector and collect multiple pilot

slots t = 1, . . . , T , i.e., Ψ = [ψT
1 , . . . ,ψ

T
T ]

T . Then the total

received signal can be formulated as y = ΨGβ with the total

channel vec(H) = Gβ, where y = [yT1 , . . . ,y
T
T ]

T .

Inspired by the far-field beamspace and polar-domain repre-

sentation, we can similarly characterize the sparsity for the XL-

MIMO system. Inside far-field beamspace representation [13],

only the angular directions, i.e., brx, btx in (10), are quantized to

form several spatial-stationary array steering vectors for sparse

representation. Inside polar-domain representation, additional

distance-related parameters, i.e., krx, ktx in (10), are quantized

to generate spatial-nonstationary beams. Due to the further

Tx/Rx coupled windowing parameter ω0 here, we have to

quantize this parameter and generate a huge codebook for the

sparse channel representation. Assume the uniformly quantized

values are marked as {btx/rx
q }, {ktx/rx

q } and {ω0,q} and the total

quantized numbers are N tx/rx
b , N tx/rx

k and Nω, respectively. Thus

we can generate each column of dictionary matrix via the

five parameters and obtain the huge representation matrix and

corresponding channel as Ĝ ∈ CNTNR×N tx
b N rx

b N tx
kN rx

k Nω and H =
Ĝβ̂, respectively, where Ĝ is predefined with each column

generated by one quantized tuple, and β̂ ∈ CN tx
b N rx

b N tx
kN rx

k Nω×1

is the sparse path gain vector to estimate. In this way, the

near-field channel can be estimated via compressive sensing

schemes such as OMP or CoSaMP theoretically.

However, a practical problem here is the huge matrix di-

mension N tx
b N

rx
b N tx

k N
rx
k Nω, especially with the angular res-

olution N tx/rx
b & NT, NR ≫ 1, which results to unacceptable

computational complexity. Therefore, we herein provide a low-

complexity estimation scheme corresponding to this realistic

constraint as follows.

Fortunately, some prior informations are instructive for pa-

rameter estimate. One is that the LoS path is unique with strong

gain compared with NLoS paths, which means we can coarsely

predetermine LoS beamspace sector via conventional mmWave

estimate methods [13]. In this way, the LoS codebook can be

largely reduced with limited angular sampling points. Assume

that the number of remaining directions are N tx/rx
b,sub ≪ N tx/rx

b

and then the revised dictionary matrix Ĝsub only remains much

less columns than Ĝ. Therefore, the LoS component can be

rewritten as yL = ΨĜsub · β̂L.

On the other hand, the windowing parameters hold a com-

mon zero value ωl = 0 for multiple weak NLoS paths, which

means there exists no Tx-Rx coupling relationship for NLoS

paths and 2D MMV compressive sensing can be adopted for

matrix dimension reduction. Define the polar-domain represen-

tation matrix at Tx side as P tx = [bNT
(btx

q , k
tx
q )] ∈ CNT×N tx

b N tx
k ,

and similarly P rx at Rx side. Define the sensing matrix at

Tx/Rx sides as Ψtx and Ψ
rx, respectively (Ψ = Ψ

txT ⊗Ψ
rxH ).

Then the NLoS components can be formulated as YNL =
Ψ

rxHP rx
ΞP txH

Ψ
tx, where Ξ is the sparse NLoS gain matrix

to estimate. To summarize, the total received signal can be

formulated as

y = ΨĜsub · β̂L + vec(ΨrxHP rx
ΞP txH

Ψ
tx). (13)

We herein adopt and modify the greedy-based orthogonal

matching pursuit algorithm for the XL-MIMO. The first is

the matching process. In each i-th iteration, we define the

residual vector as z(i). For LoS component, we calculate

the gain as gL,(i) = (ΨĜsub)
Hz(i) and select the most

potential gain g and index j with maximum amplitude as

[g
L,(i)
max , j(i)] = maxj |g

L,(i)
j |/‖(ΨĜsub):,j‖2. For NLoS com-

ponent, the gain can be coarsely calculated as GNL,(i) =
P rxH

Ψ
rxZ(i)

Ψ
txHP tx, where Z(i) = unvec(z(i)) denotes the

residual matrix. Then we utilize the 2-D OMP and determine

the most potential gain and corresponding column/row support-

ing vector indices as

[gNL,(i)
max , j

(i)
tx , j(i)rx ] = max

m,n

|G
NL,(i)
m,n |

‖(ΨrxHP rx):,m‖2‖(ΨtxHP tx):,n‖2
.

(14)

The second is the pursuit procedure. Define the LoS support-

ing vector indices set is Ω
L. Similarly Ω

NL
rx and Ω

NL
tx represent

the NLoS dominant supporting indices sets at Rx and Tx

sides, respectively. All the three sets are initialized as empty

and define z(0) = y. If the LoS estimate gain is larger, i.e.,

g
L,(i)
max > g

NL,(i)
max , we take the LoS present index j(i) into set ΩL

and keep the sets Ω
NL
tx and Ω

NL
rx unchanged. On the contrary

if the NLoS estimate gain is larger, i.e., g
L,(i)
max < g

NL,(i)
max , we

take the NLoS indices j
(i)
tx , j

(i)
rx into Ω

NL
tx and Ω

NL
rx . Finally,

we update the gain estimate as β(i) = (ΨG(i))†y, where

G(i) = [(Ĝsub):,ΩL , (P tx,*):,ΩNL
tx
⊗(P rx):,ΩNL

rx
)] is the temporary

dictionary matrix and β(i) is the total gain estimate including

both LoS and NLoS components.

Finally, the residual vector is calculated as

z(i+1) = y − (ΨG(i))(ΨG(i))†y, (15)

and the procedures are finished inside one iteration for the

unified LoS/NLoS near-field XL-MIMO estimation scheme.

The detailed expression is shown in Algorithm 1 as follows.

As for algorithmic complexity, the dominant computation

locates in the matching and reconstruction parts. For brevity,

we define the dimension of Ĝsub as NTNR × Nsub. The

LoS/NLoS matching contains several matrix multiplications



Algorithm 1 Unified LoS/NLoS OMP estimation scheme for

XL-MIMO (XL-UOMP Algorithm)

Input: Sensing matrix Ψ
tx ∈ CNT×T and Ψ

rx ∈ CNR×T at

Tx/Rx sides, Received signal y along several pilot slots,

Pre-determined LoS dictionary matrix Ĝsub, Maximum

iteration number Niter.

Output: channel matrix Hest

1: Initialize: Residual vector z(0) = y, Z = unvec(z), sets

Ω
L = Ω

NL
tx = Ω

NL
rx = ∅∅∅

2: for Iteration number i = 0 to Niter do

% LoS Component Matching

3: gL,(i) ← (ΨĜsub)
Hz(i)

4: [g
L,(i)
max , j(i)]← maxj |g

L,(i)
j |/‖(ΨĜsub):,j‖2

% NLoS Component Matching

5: GNL,(i) ← P rxH
Ψ

rxHZ(i)
Ψ

txP tx

6: [g
NL,(i)
max , {j

(i)
tx , j

(i)
rx }]← max

m,n

|GNL,(i)
m,n |

‖(ΨrxP rx):,m‖2‖(ΨtxP tx):,n‖2

% Comparision and Pursuit

7: if g
L,(i)
max ≥ g

NL,(i)
max then

8: Ω
L ← Ω

L ∪ {j(i)}
9: else

10: Ω
NL
tx ← Ω

NL
tx ∪ {j

(i)
tx }, Ω

NL
rx ← Ω

NL
rx ∪ {j

(i)
rx }

11: end if

% Reconstruction and Residual Update

12: G(i) ← [(Ĝsub):,ΩL , (P tx,*):,ΩNL
tx
⊗ (P rx):,ΩNL

rx
)]

13: β(i) ← (ΨG(i))†y
14: z(i+1) ← y − (ΨG(i))(ΨG(i))†y

Z(i+1) ← unvec(z(i+1))
15: end for

16: Hest ← unvec(G(i)β(i))

and is evaluated approximately as O(T 2NTNRNsub). For the

reconstruction part in i-th iteration, the main complexity results

from the Moore-penrose inverse, which can be approximated

as O(T 2NTNRi). Therefore, the total complexity after Niter

iterations can be formulated as O(T 2NTNRNiter(Nsub+Niter)),
which is quite reduced compared with direct OMP via (12).

It should be noted that the framework and estimation can be

similarly extended to uniform planar array (UPA), RIS [14]

and wideband near-field communications such as OFDM or

OTFS-based scenarios [15].

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The parameter setting is as follows. Both transmitter and

receiver are equipped with ULA NT = NR = 256, RF chains

NRF = 5 and carrier frequency fc = 100GHz. The total

channel contains one LoS component and three NLoS paths,

while the nLoS paths have−25 ∼ −20dB power loss compared

to the LoS one. LoS/NLoS AoAs and AoDs are randomly

generated following U(−π
3 ,

π
3 ) and the LoS Tx/Rx tilt angle φL

rx

follows U(−π
2 ,

π
2 ), which is similar to [7]. The Tx/Rx central

distance is set as 35m inside the Fresnel near-field region. For

convenience, we define the pilot length T as the dimension of

precoding/combining matrices Ψ
tx ∈ CNT×T ,Ψrx ∈ CNR×T ,

where all elements are randomly selected from {−1, 1} be-
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Fig. 2. Model loss for the second-order Taylor expansion-based generalized-
polar-domain approximation.

fore normalization. We herein compare with two benchmarks,

i.e., the conventional far-field DFT codebook and the near-

field polar-domain representation (without consideration of the

Tx/Rx coupled coefficient). For all estimation schemes, the

maximum potential path number to estimate, i.e., the maximum

iteration number Niter during OMP, is set as 8.

First we compare the LoS model approximation error

for several modelling schemes, i.e., the conventional far-

field approximation, polar-domain representation and the pro-

posed generalized-polar-domain formulation (7) in Fig. 2. We

can clearly observe that the proposed second-order Taylor-

expansion-based scheme can obtain the lowest modelling ap-

proximation error under the perfect LoS path parameter infor-

mation.

Then we elaborate the normalized mean square error

(NMSE) verse signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) with fixed pilot

length T = 25 in Fig. 3. Since the additional Tx/Rx cou-

pled coefficient ω0 is considered in our proposed XL-UOMP

scheme, the estimation performance is largely enhanced via our

proposed UOMP scheme for XL-MIMO system. It should be

noted that we only consider the on-grid estimation schemes for

brevity, where the beam mismatch causes the power leakage

problem and limits the accuracy improvement at high-SNR

scenario. Fig. 3 also presents the estimate NMSE verse pilot

length T , with SNR fixed to 20 dB. Notice that the gap between

our proposed XL-UOMP scheme and conventional methods

always holds, regardless of the amount of estimate overhead

from T = 10 to T = 45. This benefits from the accurate LoS

channel formulation with the windowing matrix V0 in (9).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we provide one concise closed-form channel

formulation for XL-MIMO. All the distinctions between LoS

and NLoS paths, spherical and planar-wavefront propagations,

single and multiple-antenna user scenarios are all unified

under this closed-form expression. We further propose one

low-complexity XL-UOMP algorithm for XL-MIMO channel

estimation. The simulation results demonstrate the superiority

of the proposed algorithm on both estimation accuracy and

pilot consumption.
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APPENDIX

Proof: Following the expression in (8), we can reformulate

the LoS channel matrix as

HL = βL
0diag(bNR,0) · V0 · diag(bHNT,0), (16)

where we can easily find that the LoS channel rank is exactly

the same with the rank of windowing matrix V0. In another

word, the LoS pipeline number is determined by the windowing

parameter ω0. Although the windowing matrix V0 contains full

rank of min{NT, NR} according to Vandermonde property, the

condition number
λmax(V0)
λmin(V0)

is quite large which indicates that

the number of supportive eigenvalues is limited.

Based on the Parseval’s Theorem, the total power of matrix

V0 is formulated as

Ptotal = ‖F
rxHV0‖

2
F = ‖V0‖

2
F = NTNR. (17)

And we observe that the dominant power of V0(ω0) is mainly

located inside the subspace spanned by the former ω0NRNT

Fourier bases, which can be obtained via

Psub =

∥
∥
∥
∥

[
f rx

−
NR
2

+1
, . . . , f rx

ω0NRNT−
NR
2

]H
V0

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

F

=

ω0NRNT−
NR
2∑

i=−
NR
2

+1

NT−1
∑

n1=0

‖vH
n1

f
rx
i ‖2

=
1

NR

ω0NRNT−1
∑

i=0

NT−1
∑

n1=0

sin2
(
π(ω0NRn1 − i)

)

sin2
(

π

NR
(ω0NRn1 − i)

)

(a)
≈

1

NR

ω0NRNT−1
∑

i=0

∫ ω0NRNT

−1

sin2
(
π(x− i)

)

sin2
(

π

NR
(x− i)

)d
x

ω0NR

(b)
>

1

ω0N2
R

ω0NRNT−1
∑

i=0

∫ i+1

i−1

sin2
(
π(x− i)

)

sin2
(

π

NR
(x− i)

)dx

=
1

ω0N2
R

ω0NRNT

∫ 1

−1

sin2
(
πx

)

sin2
(

π

NR
x
)dx

(b)
≈ 0.9028NTNR,

(18)

where columns of windowing matrix are defined as

[v0, . . . ,vNT−1] = V0. (a) is approximated by replacing the

summation with integral and (b) is derived by only remaining

the mainlobe power of Dirichlet function sinNa
sin a . From (17)

and (18) we can get that over 90% powers are gathered in

this subspace, which contains a space dimension of ω0NTNR.

The same conclusion can be deduced by F tx at Tx side. This

completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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