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Abstract—In this paper, a novel spatially non-stationary chan-
nel model is proposed for link-level computer simulations of
massive multiple-input multiple-output (mMIMO) with extremely
large aperture array (ELAA). The proposed channel model allows
a mix of non-line-of-sight (NLoS) and LoS links between a user
and service antennas. The NLoS/LoS state of each link is char-
acterized by a binary random variable, which obeys a correlated
Bernoulli distribution. The correlation is described in the form
of an exponentially decaying window. In addition, the proposed
model incorporates shadowing effects which are non-identical
for NLoS and LoS states. It is demonstrated, through computer
emulation, that the proposed model can capture almost all
spatially non-stationary fading behaviors of the ELAA-mMIMO
channel. Moreover, it has a low implementational complexity.
With the proposed channel model, Monte-Carlo simulations
are carried out to evaluate the channel capacity of ELAA-
mMIMO. It is shown that the ELAA-mMIMO channel capacity
has considerably different stochastic characteristics from the
conventional mMIMO due to the presence of channel spatial
non-stationarity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (mMIMO) is a scal-
able multi-antenna signal transmission and reception tech-
nology due to the excess use of service antennas over user
antennas. Assuming the mMIMO fading channel to be spa-
tially wide-sense stationary uncorrelated scattering (WSSUS),
the instantaneous mMIMO channel capacity shows decreasing
fluctuations with the increase of service antennas. The fluctu-
ations become negligibly small when the number of service
antennas goes extremely large. This is so called the channel
hardening effect in [[L]. However, the hypothesis of channel
spatial stationarity is not always true, particularly for the
emerging mMIMO technology using an extremely large aper-
ture array (ELAA) [2]. For instance, let us consider an ELAA-
mMIMO system with a thousand of co-located uniform-linear-
array (ULA) antennas. When the system operates at the central
frequency of 3.5 GHz, the aperture of the antenna array
could be typically 43 meters or longer. In such circumstance,
the Rayleigh distance could reach tens thousand of meters
long, and users are located in the near-field of the ELAA
[3]. Spherical wavefront instead of plane wavefront should
be considered in the large-scale radio propagation model [4].
As illustrated in Fig. [l some user-to-service antenna links are
non-line-of-sight (NLoS), and the others are LoS. Shadowing
effects can also vary from link to link [S]-[10]. All of these
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Fig. 1. A practical example of non-stationary ELAA-mMIMO channel with
correlated NLoS/LoS conditions; — LoS link, — NLoS link.

physical characteristics render the ELAA-mMIMO channel
spatially non-stationary.

There are mainly two types of channel models: /) deter-
ministic channel models, and 2) statistical channel models.
The latter are more useful for link-level computer simula-
tions since they are usually simple and tractable. Specifically
for the ELAA-mMIMO non-stationary channel, deterministic
models are surely too complex to implement. Statistical non-
stationary channel models can be hardly made as simple as
WSSUS channel models. A straightforward approach is to
make extensions from WSSUS channel models by incorpo-
rating some spatial non-stationarity. For instance, independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Rayleigh (or Rician) fading
channels can be extended to i.n.d. Rayleigh (or Rician) fading
channels. The concept of visibility region is introduced to
describe where in the ELAA user-to-service antenna links
have their received signal strength (RSS) going beyond a
threshold. The distribution of visibility region is dependent
on the geometry of wireless environments. For instance in
the literature [L1]-[14], it is assumed that there exists only
a single cluster between each user and service antennas. The
length of visibility region obeys a log-normal distribution.
When there exist multiple clusters, the distribution of visibility
region for each cluster is modeled as the birth-death process
or the Markov process. The LoS states are based on the
geometry of the wireless environment [[15]—[19]. We found the
single-cluster model a bit too simple to capture the channel
spatial non-stationarity, and on the other hand the multi-cluster
model is too complex for link-level computer simulations.
This motivates us to develop a novel non-stationary statistical
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channel model for ELAA-mMIMO.

In the proposed channel model, we fade out the concept
of visibility region and allow user-to-service antenna links to
be NLoS, LoS or a mix of them. The NLoS/LoS state of
each link is described by a binary random variable, which
obeys a correlated Bernoulli distribution. More specifically,
the NLoS/LoS probability of each link is a function of the
two-dimensional (2-D) distance between the user and the
corresponding service antenna, which is defined by the 3rd
Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) in [20]]. Moreover, the
probability for two arbitrary links to share the same NLoS/LoS
state decreases exponentially with the separation between
service-antennas. Therefore, the NLoS/LoS-state correlation
is modeled as an exponentially decaying window. In addition,
shadowing effects are carefully incorporated into the proposed
non-stationary channel model. Within a NLoS/LoS window,
all links share an identical NLoS/LoS state. They also share
identical shadowing effects, which follow a log-normal distri-
bution. Both the NLoS/LoS state and shadowing effects vary
from window to window. When a window experiences deep
fades, this window can count as an invisible region and vice
versa.

In this paper, the realization of the proposed channel model
is described in a pseudocode. It has a simple structure and
easy to implement in computer simulations. With the proposed
channel model, we conduct Monte-Carlo simulations to evalu-
ate the channel capacity of ELAA-mMIMO. It is observed that
the channel spatial non-stationarity can be detrimental to the
channel hardening effect in some cases. This could set a new
and interesting task to the ELAA-mMIMO signal transmission
and reception.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

ELAA-mMIMO has no fundamental differences from the
conventional mMIMO in their mathematical forms. Taking
the uplink communication as an example, their narrowband
signal model can be both represented in the following standard
vector/matrix form

y=Hx+v, (D

where y € CM>1 stands for the received signal block in the

ELAA, x € CV*! for the block of transmitted symbols ,
and v ~ CN(0,021,,) for the additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN); I denotes an (M) x (M) identity matrix. For the
conventional mMIMO system, it is often assumed:

Al) The ratio r £ (M)/(N) must be sufficiently large;
typically around 10 or more.

A2) The number of service antennas M must be very large
(around 100 ~ 10, 000).
In addition to the above assumptions, ELAA has the following
assumption:

A3) The service-antenna array must have an extremely large
aperture. As already discussed in Section [l it is in the length
around 10 or even 100 meters.

Each element of x represents a symbol sent by a transmit antenna. Symbols
can be either from a single user or from multiple users.

Main interests of this paper are in the random channel-
transition matrix H € CM>*¥_ Providing the assumption A3),
elements of H do not obey an identical distribution, i.e.,
they can no longer be assumed as i.i.d. Rayleigh (or Rician,
etc). This is the channel spatial non-stationarity that must be
appropriately modeled for computer simulations as well as
analytical study. Models must not be made too complex as they
might not be simulation friendly and can be mathematically
intractable. On the other hand, they should not be made too
simple to miss out some major physical characteristics. These
requirements motivate the novel non-stationary channel model
presented in Section [Tl

III. NOVEL NON-STATIONARY CHANNEL MODEL

In the linear model (@), every element of H is corresponding
to the channel coefficient of the link connecting a user-antenna
to a service-antenna. To simplify mathematical notations,
our discussion will be mainly focused on a single column
of H, denoted by h. The m-th element of h, denoted by
hm, o<m<m—1, is the channel coefficient of the user-to-the
m-th service-antenna link. Correlations between columns of
H will be briefly discussed in Section and Section [V]
With all the above in mind, the proposed channel model will
be introduced step-by-step from the spherical-wave modeling,
mixed NLoS/LoS states, channel normalization, and all the
way through to the pseudocode for implementation.

A. i.n.d. Rayleigh or Rician Channel Models

The extremely large aperture of ELAA-mMIMO requires
the use of spherical-wave model to measure the Euclidean
distance between the user and service antennas. In short, the
Euclidean distance (d,,) of the m-th link varies with the
link index m, and so as for the channel gain |h,,|. Taking
this physical characteristic into account, the conventional i.i.d.
Rayleigh channel model must be extended to the following
i.n.d. Rayleigh channel model; as already used in [[11] for the
link-level simulation

B = BYOS 2 ( - )wm, =0 M1, )

dh, o

where «, p are the path-loss attenuation and exponent, respec-
tively, in the NLoS state, and w,, is the complex Gaussian
random variable often used for the realization of Rayleigh-
fading channel. Analogously, in the LoS state, the i.i.d. Rician
channel should be extended to the following i.n.d. version

_ LOSAE [k [ 1
hm*hm d;}ﬂ( I<J—|—1¢m+ ,‘<L—|—1wm>7 3)

where 3, g are the path-loss attenuation and exponent, respec-
tively, in the LoS state, ¢,, £ exp(—j 2T’Tdm) is the phase of
the LoS path, and « is the Rician K-factor following a log-
normal distribution, i.e., & ~ LN (py, 04 ).




B. Integration of NLoS/LoS Non-Stationarity

As already discussed in Section [ (also see Fig. [I)), an
ELAA-mMIMO channel can involve NLoS links, LoS links
or a mix of them. To incorporate this important characteristic,
we propose a NLoS and LoS integrated channel model

o = b (€42 E RS + (1= b (€N 2R, (4)

m

where €505 ~ LN(0,0105), M9 ~ LAN(0, oni0s) Tepresent
the shadowing effects in LoS or NLoS state, respectively. In
@, the most appealing factor is the binary random variable
bm € {0,1}. For the case of b,, = 0, @ turns into the
Rayleigh channel (B) with NLoS shadowing effects; or oth-
erwise for b,, = 1, @) turns into the Rician channel @) with
LoS shadowing effects. In practical wireless environments,
b,, cannot be independently generated with respect to the
link index m. Therefore, it is important to understand the
probability distribution of b,,,, Vm.

Proposition 1: For £ € {0, ..., M —1}, suppose that b, obeys
the Bernoulli distribution f(be; p), i.e.,

flbesp) £ p" (1 —p)' =", b € {0,1}, Q)

where p is the probability for by = 1, and (1 — p) the
probability for by = 0. The probability mass function (PMF)
of by,ym=e 18 f(bm; Pm), and py, is given by

Al
Pm = (2p —1)exp (%) +1-p, (6)

cor

where A(¢,m) is the distance between two service-antennas,
and do; the correlation distance based on the propagation
environment.

Proposition [1] gets well supported by measurement results
in 3GPP technical documents. In [20, (Table 7.4.2-1)], the
probability of LoS state is described as a function of the 2-D
distance (d?P) between the service antenna and the user E For
instance in the urban micro (UMi) scenario, the probability for
a link to be LoS is given by

e 2D
Pros(d*®) =min (%, 1) {1 — exp (—d:)}
d do

2D
+exp (—62:2) ;o (D

where dp, dy are the reference distances that can be found
in [20] for various scenarios. For the /-th service antenna, its
LoS probability in (@) is given by

P = Pros (dZD)- (8)

Moreover, the probability for two service-antennas to have the
same NLoS/LoS state is also specified in [20, (7.4-5)], i.e.,

P(C,m) = exp (W) . 9)

When the ELAA-mMIMO is a ULA antenna system, (9

becomes N
P(L,m) = exp <M> (10)

2dCOI‘

2The definition of 2-D distance is specified inside the 3GPP document.

where X is the carrier wavelength. Using (3) and (@), we can
compute the LoS probability p,, for the m-th antenna as

pm = pP,m) + (1 —p)(1 — P, m)). an

Plugging @) into (11) with some tidy-up work, we can obtain
the result (G)).

The result (&) has rich physical implications:

1) For the case of p > 0.5, the /-th service antenna is
more likely on the LoS state. Since (2p — 1) > 0, the
probability for the m-th service antenna to be on the LoS
state decreases exponentially with the distance A(¢,m). This
forms the exponentially decaying window for the NLoS/LoS
spatial correlation.

2) For the case of p < 0.5, the /-th service antenna is less
likely on the LoS state. Given (2p — 1) < 0, the probability
for the m-th service antenna to be on the LoS state increases
exponentially with the distance A(¢, m). Again, this implies
the exponentially decaying window for the NLoS/LoS spatial
correlation.

3) For the case of p = 0.5, the distance A(¢,m) has
no impact on the NLoS/LoS correlation. Each link has 50%
probability for NLoS and 50% for LoS. This is the case we
should (and can) avoid in the channel realization (see the
pseudocode in this section).

Corollary 1: Suppose that the binary random variable b,,
obeys the correlated Bernoulli distribution specified in Propo-
sition [l For the ULA, the size of NLoS/LoS window (L)
obeys the following random distribution

_ 2 _ _ 2
f(L) = exp <%) — exp <%) . (12)

Proof: The proof of (I2) can be based on the computing
of the probability for L service antennas to share the same
NLoS/LoS state. The mathematical derivations are rather triv-
ial. They are abbreviated here for the sake of space limit. W

C. Normalization of Non-Stationary Channels

In link-level computer simulations, wireless channels must
be appropriately normalized for the sake of fair comparisons.
The normalization of WSSUS channels is often implemented
by

— H
H=——, (13)
E|[H]
where E(-) stands for the expectation, || - || for the Frobenius

norm, and H the normalized channel transition matrix. For
WSSUS channels, the term E|H||? can be simply computed

as
M—-1N-1

E[H[*= )" Y Elhmal*

m=0 n=0

(14)

where Ay, is the (m,n)-th element of H. For identically
distributed channels, we have E|h,, ,|? = o7 (a constant), and
thereby having E||H||?> = M No3. Unfortunately, this is not
exactly the case for randomly realized non-stationary channels.

Due to the channel spatial non-stationarity, every element in
H is a non-stationary process in their Monte-Carlo trials. They



can be NLoS in one trial and LoS in another; as described in
(@). With the model @), the power of each element can be
computed by

B/ |*= E(bm)E(e " )E| by [+

(1 = E(0m))E(ep ) E[R2 (15)
With @) and (@), we can obtain
LOS |2 a2 NLOS |2 ﬁ2

Moreover, b,, obeys the Bernoulli distribution, and thus we
have

E(bm) = Pm;

where p,, can be obtained from the 3GPP document with
respect to various wireless environments such as something
related to (Z). Finally, the shadowing-related terms, i.e.,
E(ery®) = eXp(UEOS/Q) and E(e),%) = exp(UI%ILOS/Q)’ can
be computed from the log-normal distribution specified right

after ().

D. Pseudocode for the Implementation

a7)

Now, we reach the stage to implement the proposed channel
model in computer simulations. The following pseudocode is
used to describe how to randomly generate the channel vector
h in a Monte Carlo trial.

Algorithm Random Realization of h

Input:
M the number of service antennas;
d2P: the 2-D distance used in (7);
A, deor: parameters used in (IQ);
Output:
h: the channel vector;
START
1: let £ = 0; call @) to compute Pros (d%D);
2: let p = Pios (d%D) and generate by according to the Bernoulli distribution
in Gh; let m =¢+1;
: Generate by, according to the distribution in (10);
if b, = by, then m <— m + 1; otherwise ¢ <— m, goto step 2;
: repeat step 3 until m = M;
: Generate h using (@) and conduct the normalization;
D

It is worthwhile to highlight the step 4. When b,,, # by, it
means that b,,, is uncorrelated with b,. Hence, the realization
of b, conditioned on by is no longer reliable, and we must
independently regenerate b,,, by going back to step 2.

Remark 1: The algorithm described in the pseudocode is
robust to the case of Pros(d?”) = 0.5. This is because by is
still generated according to the equal-probability, and b, is
only dependent on (I0).

Remark 2: In practice, the NLoS/LoS state is determined
by the wireless environment rather than the number of service

antennas. For instance there is a window having M, antennas.
My, —1
2

The length of the window is ( ))\ meter. In this case,

even if the antenna spacing is not A/2 or the antenna array is
not an ULA, the length of the window can also be generated
according to (I2). With the window length, no matter how
many antennas in the window, they should have the same
NLoS/LoS state.

Array Antenna Index

2000
1500 %1
1000
500 E
1
1 2 3 4 5

User Index

User Index

Fig. 2. NLoS/LoS state and RSS from a user to ULA antennas. Left: the
NLoS/LoS state of every link. Right: the RSS (normalized by the transmit
power) heat map.

Remark 3: This channel model is also suitable for ELAA-
mMIMO with a large rectangular antenna array (URA); as
described in [2]. The window can be generated from the lowest
row of the URA. For those antennas located in the same
column, if the lowest antenna is in the LoS state, then others
in the column are also in the LoS state. If a lower antenna is
in the NLoS state, then the antenna at one row above can be
generated according to the Bernoulli distribution (3).

Finally, our channel model in its current form does not
incorporate antenna correlations in small-scale fading. This
is an interesting work that will be studied in our future work.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the objectives are: /) to showcase the
proposed channel model through computer emulations, and 2)
to study the statistical behavior of ELAA-mMIMO channel ca-
pacity using the proposed channel model. In our case study, the
ELAA-mMIMO is a large ULA depicted in Fig. [Tl which has
M = 2,000 service antennas and the length of 85 meters (on
the 3.5 GHz central frequency). The propagation environment
is the UMi-street canyon. According to the 3GPP document
[20], the system parameters are configured by: d¢or = 5,000,
pr = 2.07, 0, = 1.15, onros = 1.80, o105 = 0.92, d; = 18,
dy = 36, a = 0.020, 3 = 0.007, p = 1.765, and ¢ = 1.050.
The objective sets two items for our numerical study.

Study Item 1: This study item aims to showcase the
proposed channel model using the MATLAB “siteviewer”
emulation toolbox. We import the 3-D map of the University
of Surrey, Stag Hill Campus, into the toolbox and choose
the avenue similar to the UMi-street canyon scenario (see
Fig. [[). The height of ULA is set to 10 meters. For users
located at different places on the map, they will experience
different NLoS/LoS non-stationarity. We use the proposed
channel model to generate the non-stationary channel in this
environment and illustrate in Fig. 2] the NLoS/LoS state
and RSS (normalized by the transmit power) of every user-
to-service antenna link when users are located at different
locations on the map.

Basically, the randomly generated channel can well reflect
the NLoS/LoS non-stationarity. For instance on the user index
1, this is corresponding to the user place shown in Fig. [1
where all LoS links are in the middle of the ULA. For a user
located at somewhere between the square building and the
ULA, all links are in the LoS state (corresponding to the user
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Fig. 4. The CDF of channel capacity at the average-SNR= 10 dB. Left: no shadowing, Right: with shadowing.

index 4 in Fig.[2)). For a user located at somewhere right behind
a building, all links are in the NLoS state (corresponding to
the user index 2 in Fig. @). In addition, the RSS heat map
shows that most of the signal power is distributed on those
LoS links. Some of NLoS links even experience deep fades,
and they form an invisible region (see user index 3).

Study Item 2: This study item aims to investigate the
statistical behavior of ELAA-mMIMO channel capacity. The
following channel models are considered in our study:

Model I: our proposed non-stationary channel model;

Model II: i.i.d. Rayleigh fading channel. This is a special
case of Model I by setting Py os(d*P) = 0, dpp, = 1,ym, a = 1,
onLos = 0;

Model III: the non-stationary Rayleigh fading channel in
[I1]. This is a special case of Model I by setting Py os(d*P) =
0 and oyos = 0;

Model IV: the non-stationary Rician fading channel (3).
This is also a special case of Model I;

Model V: the single-cluster channel model proposed in
[14]. The visibility region is randomly distributed on the
ULA with its length following the log-normal distribution
(L ~ LN (In4,1n0.2) in our study).
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Note that it is not our aim here to compare different
channel models in terms of their accuracy or practicality.
The accuracy and practicality of our model have been well
reflected in Study Item 1. Instead, we are interested in the
cumulative distribution function (CDF) of channel capacity
and the channel matrix-norm in different channel models. To
this purpose, we set K = 5 users with each having 4 antennas
for signal transmission (i.e., N = 4, K = 20). Antennas at
the same user are assumed to have the same NLoS/LoS states
as well as shadowing effects. Moreover, users are placed in
front of the ULA, and they are uniformly distributed on a line
that is parallel to the ULA.

There are two cases of user density in our study. One is the
high density case where all users are located within a 1-meter
range, and the other is the low density case, where the range
is 20-meter long. In the high density case, users share the
same NLoS/LoS state for all of their links; in the low-density
case, the NLoS/LoS states for different users are independently
generated.

Fig. Bl shows the CDF of the Frobenius norm of the
normalized channel matrix H in (I3). Without considering
the shadowing, channel hardening effects can be observed



in Model II (WSSUS), Model III, and Model IV. This is
because Model IIT and Model IV have their non-stationarity
mainly coming from the spherical-wave propagation. For fixed
user locations, their large-scale fading components are tempo-
rally stationary, and their small-scale fading is stationary as
well. In contrast, the channel hardening effect is much weaker
in the proposed channel model and Model V. This attributes to
the presence of mixed NLoS/LoS states in our model and the
spatial visibility region in Model V. Due to the same reason,
the presence of non-stationary shadowing could also largely
weaken the channel hardening effect B. When comparing the
cases with different user density, it is found that user separation
helps the channel hardening in non-stationary channels. This is
because users are only partially connected in the low-density
case, and each user enjoys more spatial diversity.

Given that the concept of channel hardening was originally
defined on the channel capacity, we plot in Fig. @ the CDF of
channel capacity. For all exhibited results, the average-SNR
is set to 10 dB. It can be found that the statistical behavior
of channel capacity well coincides with the statistical behavior
of Frobenius norm. In non-stationary channels, the low-density
case shows higher channel capacity than the high-density case.
Again, this attributes to the sparsity of non-stationary channels,
which must be carefully considered in the ELAA-mMIMO
transceiver design.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, a novel non-stationary channel model has been
proposed and evaluated for ELAA-mMIMO. Unlike current
non-stationary channel models, the proposed model allows a
mix of NLoS/LoS links between the user and service antennas.
The correlation of NLoS/LoS state between links is modeled
as an exponentially decaying window. Computer emulations,
based on a 3-D real-life map, have shown that the proposed
channel model can capture almost all spatially non-stationary
properties, including spherical wavefront, shadowing effects,
and many physical differences between NLoS and LoS states.
A pseudocode has been provided to demonstrate the channel
realization in Monte-Carlo simulations. It is simple and easy
to implement on the link level or multi-link level. Moreover,
computer simulations have been conducted to evaluate the
statistical behavior of ELAA-mMIMO channel capacity (and
Frobenius norm) in non-stationary channels. It has been shown
that the channel non-stationarity is detrimental to the mMIMO
channel hardening. Nevertheless, user separation plays a con-
structive role to the channel capacity taking the advantage of
the channel spatial sparsity.

Due to the page limit, we are unable to present some
other interesting issues about non-stationary channels. Those
include multiuser spatial-correlations, antenna correlations in
small-scale fading, eigenvalue analysis, non-stationary channel
sparsity, as well as linear transceiver design. All of these will
be presented in the journal version of this work.

3The shadowing effect was not considered in Model V since it was not a
part of the original model.
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