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Abstract—In pursuit of enhanced quality of service and higher
transmission rates, communication within the mid-band spec-
trum, such as bands in the 6-15 GHz range, combined with
extra large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (XL-MIMO), is
considered a potential enabler for future communication systems.
However, the characteristics introduced by mid-band XL-MIMO
systems pose challenges for channel modeling and performance
analysis. In this paper, we first analyze the potential character-
istics of mid-band MIMO channels. Then, an analytical channel
model incorporating novel channel characteristics is proposed,
based on a review of classical analytical channel models. This
model is convenient for theoretical analysis and compatible with
other analytical channel models. Subsequently, based on the
proposed channel model, we analyze key metrics of wireless
communication, including the ergodic spectral efficiency (SE)
and outage probability (OP) of MIMO maximal-ratio combining
systems. Specifically, we derive closed-form approximations and
performance bounds for two typical scenarios, aiming to illustrate
the influence of mid-band XL-MIMO systems. Finally, compar-
isons between systems under different practical configurations
are carried out through simulations. The theoretical analysis and
simulations demonstrate that mid-band XL-MIMO systems excel
in SE and OP due to the increased array elements, moderate
large-scale fading, and enlarged transmission bandwidth.

Index Terms—Analytical channel model, extra large-scale
MIMO, mid-band spectrum, near-field spatial correlation.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE fifth-generation (5G) wireless communication sys-
tem, operational since 2020, has significantly advanced

mobile technology. As the demand for higher data rates and
improved quality of service grows, research and development
have expanded to include the sixth-generation (6G) wireless
systems, which are under exploration in both academic and
industrial sectors [1]. A pivotal innovation for these future
mobile systems is extra-large-scale massive MIMO (XL-
MIMO) [2], which boosts transmission rates and supports
communication with multiple users simultaneously. Addition-
ally, spectrum usage continues to be a critical issue. The Sub-6
GHz band, while effective in 5G for achieving high capacity
and reliability, now faces bandwidth limitations. Conversely,
millimeter-wave (mmW) frequency bands, despite their severe
path loss issues, offer vast frequency resources crucial for
expanding capacity in the 5G era. Meanwhile, the mid-band
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spectrum, specifically the 6-24 GHz range, is emerging as a
strategic choice for international mobile telecommunications
(IMT) services in 6G, offering substantial capacity and com-
petitive coverage [3].

Recent developments from the World Radiocommunication
Conference 2023 (WRC-23) [4] are notable, with the alloca-
tion of up to 700 MHz of spectrum in the upper 6 GHz band
and more than 2 GHz in the 7-15 GHz range for exclusive
and/or shared use.1 This so-called upper mid-band spectrum is
anticipated to be the primary frequency for IMT services in the
6G era. The forthcoming 6G standard is expected to utilize a
wide range of mid-bands, including the Sub-6 GHz and upper
mid-band. However, the deployment of mid-band2 XL-MIMO
systems introduces new challenges in channel modeling and
system design, requiring innovative solutions to fully exploit
their potential and meet the evolving needs of future wireless
communications.

A. Related Works

Research has illustrated the feasibility of the upper mid-
band spectrum [5], [6]. Considering the wideband characteris-
tics and overlap with satellite spectrum, spectrum management
strategies and interference suppression schemes have been
proposed [7]. Beyond intuitive analysis, ray-tracing (RT) based
simulations are carried out to reveal the potential of the
upper mid-band in coverage and throughput [8]. Meanwhile,
practical measurement campaigns of upper mid-band channel
characteristics hold equal significance, on which research has
primarily focused so far. The authors in [9] measured and
compared the channel characteristics of the 3.3 GHz, 6.5 GHz,
15 GHz, and 28 GHz bands under two typical scenarios,
and revealed the potential of the upper mid-band spectrum in
network coverage and transmission reliability, which validates
the effectiveness of the upper mid-band spectrum and provides
guidance for the design of transmission strategies. In [10],
detailed comparisons of indoor channel characteristics were
presented between emerging frequency bands belonging to
frequency range1 (FR1) and FR3, respectively. Regarding
scattering characteristics, extensive research and measurement
efforts have been directed towards the phenomenon of dense

1WRC-23 addressed mid-band spectrum issues, identifying the upper 6 GHz
band (6.425-7.125 GHz) for IMT across Europe, the Middle East, Africa, and
selected countries in the Americas and Asia. It also initiated a new IMT/6G
study for WRC-27, focusing on frequency bands in the 7-15 GHz range.

2In this paper, ’mid-band spectrum’ generally refers to the frequency bands
in the 1-24 GHz range, encompassing both the Sub-6 GHz band and upper
mid-band.
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multipath components (DMC) within the upper mid-band
spectrum [11], [12], in which the channel characteristics in
the angular domain and frequency domain are modeled from
a statistical perspective.

Leveraging the upper mid-band spectrum enables the inte-
gration of more elements within an array compared with the
Sub-6 GHz frequency band. Therefore, the upper mid-band
spectrum is expected to be integrated synergistically with XL-
MIMO systems [13]–[18]. As an enhanced regime of massive
MIMO, XL-MIMO is anticipated to confer advantages, such
as augmenting transmission streams and enabling massive
user access. Specifically, the authors in [14] investigated the
scaling of the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) when the number
of antennas tends to infinity. The ergodic spectral efficiency
(SE) under linear receivers of XL-MIMO systems is analyzed
in [15]. Additionally, the near-field property is regarded as an
important characteristic of XL-MIMO systems. Based on near-
field channel conditions, the authors in [16] proposed a loca-
tion division multiple access (LDMA) scheme and illustrated
the enhancement in SE. Considering the spatial correlation
characteristics, the authors in [17] modeled the near-field
correlation characteristics through a modified one-ring model.
From a practical measurement perspective, the authors in [18]
conducted measurement campaigns of XL-MIMO channels
and proposed empirical models of key channel characteristics,
validating the near-field non-stationary property.

B. Key Problems

The mid-band spectrum, spanning from the lower portion
near the Sub-6 GHz band to the upper portion near the
mmW band, presents unique challenges and opportunities.
Although existing state-of-the-art studies have focused on mid-
band wireless communication aspects such as feasibility, mea-
surement, RT simulations, and spectrum strategies, channel
modeling and performance analysis for mid-band XL-MIMO
systems still emerge as critical concerns, especially from a
theoretical perspective. Such channel modeling requires high
analyzability while maintaining concise expressions to guide
the design of transmission strategies and explore potential
performance improvements in future wireless communication
systems. Specifically, the following problems exist:

P1: An analytical channel model that encompasses the
main characteristics of XL-MIMO systems under a wide mid-
band spectrum is lacking. This model should exhibit strong
compatibility and convenience for performance evaluation.

P2: The potential of mid-band XL-MIMO systems remains
unclear. Necessary performance analysis and comparisons with
systems under different configurations, such as frequency
bands, should be carried out.

C. Contributions

In this paper, the problems above are tackled through the
following contributions:

• Integrating measurement insights and analytical ap-
proaches for mid-band XL-MIMO channel modeling.
Based on existing measurement results, the characteristics
of the mid-band channel are summarized. Specifically,

given the integration with a large-scale array aperture,
the channel modeling is expected to account for near-field
non-stationary scenarios. Meanwhile, sparsity and spatial
correlation are also considered inherent properties due to
the broad range of the mid-band spectrum and its multiple
application scenarios. By reviewing typical analytical
channel models from the perspectives of correlation and
propagation, we pave the way for channel modeling of
the mid-band XL-MIMO channel.

• A pervasive analytical channel model and corresponding
compatibility analysis. To better explain the proposed
analytical channel model, we illustrate the scenario of
mid-band XL-MIMO systems. An analytical channel
model is proposed as the solution to P1, which embraces
different frequency bands and scenarios through flexible
and adjustable parameter configurations, as well as is
compatible with other analytical channel models. Specif-
ically, the compatibilities of the proposed channel model
with distance, scenarios, and other analytical channel
models are analyzed.

• Revealing the potential of mid-band XL-MIMO systems
through analysis and simulations of key performance
metrics. Based on the proposed model, key performance
metrics including ergodic SE and outage probability
(OP) of MIMO maximal-ratio combining (MRC) systems
are analyzed. Specifically, closed-form approximations
and performance bounds are derived for the two typ-
ical systems. On this foundation, we focus on spatial
correlation matrices and delve into the characteristics
of their eigenvalues. Meanwhile, extensive numerical
results are provided based on practical system config-
urations to compare the performance of systems under
different frequency bands. The theoretical and simulation
results reveal the advantages of mid-band XL-MIMO
systems from the perspective of increased array elements,
near-field spatial correlation characteristics, and enlarged
transmission bandwidth, which provides a solution to P2.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
provides preliminaries of mid-band channel modeling. The
proposed analytical channel model and corresponding analysis
are illustrated in Section III. In Section IV, key performance
metrics are analyzed and discussed based on the proposed
channel model. The simulation results based on practical
configurations are provided in Section V. Finally, conclusions
are given in Section VI.

Notations–Vectors and matrices are denoted by bold low-
ercase and uppercase letters, respectively. The superscripts
(·)⊤ and (·)H represent the transpose and conjugate transpose,
respectively. The expectation is denoted by E{·}; ⊗ and ⊙
represent the Kronecker product and the Hadamard product,
respectively; diag(·) is a diagonal matrix; Tr(M), rank(M)
and λ(M) are the trace, the rank, and a vector containing
eigenvalues of matrix M, respectively. The element in the m-
th row and n-th column of matrix M is denoted as [M]m,n.
A circular symmetric complex Gaussian random variable with
mean m and variance ι2 is denoted as CN (m, ι2), and U(a, b)
is a uniform distribution.
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TABLE I
COMPARISONS OF DIFFERENT ANALYTICAL CHANNEL MODELS

Model Category Propagation Spatial Near-field Parameterized through
mechanism correlation properties different measurements

Finite-dimensional model [22] PBSM Yes No No Limited
Virtual channel representation [23] PBSM Yes No No Limited

Kronecker model [24] CBSM No Yes No Limited
Double-scattering model [25] CBSM No Yes No Limited
Weichselberger model [26] CBSM No Yes No Limited

II. PRELIMINARIES OF MID-BAND CHANNEL MODELING

In this section, we first summarize the potential characteris-
tics of the mid-band XL-MIMO channel, aiming to elucidate
the requirements for channel modeling of mid-band XL-
MIMO systems. Afterward, we review five typical analytical
MIMO channel models and compare their advantages and dis-
advantages in characterizing the mid-band XL-MIMO channel.

A. Potential Characteristics of Mid-Band XL-MIMO Channels

• Near-Field Effect: The utilization of an extra large-scale
array extends the range of the near field, making it
more likely for UEs and clusters to appear in the near
field of the array. Traditional models, which assume
planar wavefronts, may not accurately reflect the real
propagation environment. Therefore, it is warranted to
incorporate a near-field model that considers spherical
wavefronts while ensuring compatibility with far-field
situations.

• Non-Stationarities: Theoretically, received signal power
can be modeled as inversely proportional to the dis-
tances between the Tx and Rx array elements. Therefore,
the variation of large-scale fading along array elements
cannot be ignored when an extra large-scale array is
employed, leading to noticeable unevenness in the re-
ceived power of array elements. Measurement results in
[18], [19] have validated the fluctuation of signal power
received by different array elements.

• Cluster-Level Sparsity: Measurement results indicate that
clusters under mid-band channel conditions are distin-
guishable [9], [20], especially in the higher portions
of the mid-band spectrum. Thus, the assumption of a
rich-scattering environment, such as the i.i.d. Rayleigh
channel condition, is challenging to uphold. From another
perspective, ensuring compatibility with sparsity is also
important for different scenarios, including indoor and
outdoor scenarios at short ranges.

• Spatial Correlation: Spatial correlation is a critical chan-
nel characteristic that significantly influences system per-
formance, closely associated with the angular distribution
under different frequency bands. Meanwhile, in the lower
parts of the mid-band, the channel tends to exhibit rich
scattering characteristics, whilst sparse scattering charac-
teristics tend to emerge in the higher parts of the mid-
band. Therefore, from a statistical perspective, it is also
preferable to describe the random scattering characteris-
tics of the mid-band XL-MIMO channel through spatial
correlation matrices.

x

y

Fig. 1. Illustration of mid-band XL-MIMO system.

B. Review of Analytical MIMO Channel Models

Considering the aforementioned characteristics, the devel-
opment of novel channel models assumes significant impor-
tance. Generally, channel models can be categorized into two
main streams: physical models and analytical models [21].
Physical models include deterministic channel models and the
geometry-based stochastic channel model (GBSM). Analytical
models are further divided into the correlation-based stochastic
channel model (CBSM) and the propagation-based stochastic
channel model (PBSM).

Although physical models offer high accuracy, they are also
marked by extremely high complexity, which is not conducive
to theoretical performance analysis. On the other hand, ana-
lytical channel models, including CBSMs and PBSMs, with
their simpler but critical structures, prove advantageous for the
design of transmission strategies and capacity analysis. PBSMs
characterize the channel by parameters such as delay, angle of
arrival (AoA), and complex gain through a simplified represen-
tation, while CBSMs describe the channel from the perspective
of temporal and spatial correlation matrices. Reviewing the
extensive state-of-the-art analytical channel models [22]–[26],
the pros and cons of characterizing mid-band MIMO channels
are listed in Table I, with specific descriptions of each model
found in [21], [27].

The classic analytical channel models have been highly
successful in characterizing both Sub-6 GHz and mmW chan-
nels. However, as shown in Table I, classic analytical channel
models focus either on the propagation mechanism or the
spatial correlation characteristics. Meanwhile, these models
fail to incorporate emerging channel characteristics of mid-
band XL-MIMO channels, such as near-field properties and
spatial non-stationarities, and cannot flexibly balance the spar-
sity and scattering characteristics. Furthermore, they cannot be
parameterized flexibly based on different measurement results.
Therefore, it is necessary to develop an analytical channel
model for mid-band XL-MIMO systems.
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III. CHANNEL MODELING FOR MID-BAND XL-MIMO
SYSTEMS

To address the problem P1, the proposed analytical channel
model is detailed in this section. The discussion begins with
the system configuration, describing the scenario of mid-band
XL-MIMO systems through the lens of a cluster-based channel
model. Following this, the proposed analytical channel model,
abstracted from the scenario, is elaborated upon. Subsequent
discussions focus on the model’s compatibility with various
distances, scenarios, and its relationship with other analytical
channel models.

A. Channel Model

We consider a point-to-point mid-band XL-MIMO system,
where the transmitter (Tx) and receiver (Rx) are equipped with
NT and NR elements, respectively. As illustrated in Fig. 1,
we assume LR and LT clusters are present at the Rx and Tx
sides, respectively. Furthermore, each cluster at the Tx and Rx
sides contains QT,ℓT and QR,ℓR scatterers, respectively. For
simplicity, we denote that QT = QT,ℓT for ℓT = 1, . . . , LT

and QR = QR,ℓR for ℓR = 1, . . . , LR.
In this paper, we assume a frequency-flat fading and time-

invariant condition, and the channel derived from universal
propagation mechanism is denoted as

H =
√
PL

LR∑
ℓR=1

LT∑
ℓT=1

HℓR,ℓT , (1)

where
√
PL represents the path loss determined by the distance

from the Tx to the Rx, HℓR,ℓT ∈ CNR×NT is the channel from
the Tx to the Rx, through the ℓT-th and ℓR-th clusters. When
a link does not exist between the ℓR-th cluster and the ℓT-th
cluster, HℓR,ℓT = 0 is satisfied. Note that in this paper, we
mainly focus on the fast-fading characteristics of the mid-band
XL-MIMO channel, and the long-term fading is included in
the path loss term.

Clusters at the Tx side and the Rx side are considered
as the first and last hops, respectively, and the propagation
between the first and last interaction is not specified [28],
[29]. Specifically, the (nR, nT)-th entry in HℓR,ℓT , denoted
as hnR,nT,ℓR,ℓT , can be modeled through electromagnetic
propagation as [30] 3

hnR,nT,ℓR,ℓT =

√
|αℓR,ℓT |2σSF

QRQT

QR∑
qR=1

QT∑
qT=1

eȷϕℓR,ℓT,qR,qT

× gℓR,qR

√
GR(ΥℓR,qR)

exp(−ȷκDnR
(ΥℓR,qR))

c
(nR)
ℓR,qR

× gℓT,qT

√
GT(ΥℓT,qT)

exp(ȷκDnT
(ΥℓT,qT))

c
(nT)
ℓT,qT

,

(2)

where |αℓR,ℓT |2 represents the power allocation of the
link from the ℓT-th cluster to the ℓR-th cluster, satisfying∑LR

ℓR=1

∑LT

ℓT=1 |αℓR,ℓT |2 = 1, σSF is the lognormal shadow

3In this paper, the geometric topology based near-field LoS component (like
[31], [32]) is not considered. Without loss of generality, the LoS and NLoS
components can be distinguished based on the link power.

fading (SF), ϕℓR,ℓT,qR,qT is the random phase shift intro-
duced by the propagation and can be modeled as a uniform
distribution U(−π, π), and κ is the wave number. For ease
of introducing the remaining parameters in (2), we use the
subscript {T,R} as “•” to indicate that the description applies
to both the Tx and Rx sides. As a result, the parameters are
as follows:

• gℓ•,q• is the random complex gain satisfying∑Q•
q•

E{|gℓ•,q• |2}/Q• = 1 as Q• → ∞, which
can be modeled as gℓ•,q• ∼ CN (0, 1).

• G•(Υℓ•,q•) represents the antenna gain of each array el-
ement, which depends on the path incident to or reflected
by the q•-th scatterer in the ℓ•-th cluster located at Υℓ•,q• .
When uniform linear arrays (ULAs) are employed, Υℓ•,q•

can be determined by {dℓ•,q• , θℓ•,q•}.4

• Dn•(Υℓ•,q•) is the distance between the scatterer with
parameter Υℓ•,q• to the n•-th array element, given by

Dn•(Υℓ•,q•)=
√
d2ℓ•,q•−2η•,n•dℓ•,q• sin θℓ•,q•+η2•,n•

≈dℓ•,q•−η•,n• sin θℓ•,q•+
η2•,n•

2dℓ•,q•

(
1−sin2 θℓ•,q•

)
,

(3)

where the approximation employs Taylor’s series expan-
sion for

√
1 + x ≈ 1 + 1

2x− 1
8x

2, commonly referred to
as the Fresnel approximation [33]. Here, η•,n• represents
the distance between the n•-th antenna and the center of
the array at either the Tx or the Rx.

• c
(n•)
ℓ•,q•

captures the non-stationary characteristic along
the extra large-scale array, and we set c

(n•)
ℓ•,q•

∝
Dn•(Υℓ•,q•)/dℓ•,q• . Note that c

(n•)
ℓ•,q•

is not equivalent
to the large-scale fading, i.e.,

√
PL, where the former

captures the power fluctuation along array elements, and
the latter is decided by the distance between the Tx and
the Rx.

B. Proposed Analytical Channel Model

Although comprehensive, the complexity of the channel
described by (2) presents significant challenges for direct
theoretical analysis. To mitigate this, we develop an analytical
channel model by further abstracting certain features outlined
in the previous subsection. Because we specifically concentrate
on the spatial correlation associated with small-scale fading,
as defined in (2), we deliberately exclude considerations of
shadow fading to simplify our analysis. Moreover, we assume
G•(Υℓ•,q•) for all ℓ• and q• to be unity when using omnidi-
rectional antenna elements at both Tx and Rx arrays.

To further simplify the model, we introduce a key assump-
tion: given the probable distance between receiver clusters and
transmitter clusters, we can statistically model the propagation
link between any cluster at the Tx and any cluster at the Rx.
This simplification allows us to represent the channel from
the cluster ℓT to the cluster ℓR, denoted as HℓR,ℓT in (1),

4Note that we assume the deployment of ULAs for simplicity of analytical
expression, and the following analysis also applies to other antenna topologies
such as uniform planar antenna arrays (UPAs) [34].
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as the product of two vectors: HℓR,ℓT = hR,ℓRh
H
T,ℓT

. Here,
hT,ℓT ∈ CNR×1 represents the rays traveling from the Tx to
cluster ℓT, and hR,ℓR ∈ CNR×1 represents the rays traveling
from cluster ℓR to the Rx. The proposed channel model is thus
formulated as

H =
√
PL

LR∑
ℓR=1

LT∑
ℓT=1

αℓR,ℓThR,ℓRh
H
T,ℓT =

√
PLHRAHH

T,

(4)
where A ∈ CLR×LT denotes the power allocation among
different link coupling relationships, with [A]ℓR,ℓT = αℓR,ℓT .
Matrices HR ∈ CNR×LR and HT ∈ CNT×LT are represented
as HR = [hR,1, . . . ,hR,LR ] and HT = [hT,1, . . . ,hT,LT ],
respectively. Notably, (4) still preserves the essential signal
propagation mechanisms between clusters near both the Tx
and Rx, ensuring alignment with the critical characteristics
highlighted in II-A and maintaining focus on these dynamics
at the cluster level. Additionally, (4) is also applicable to
scenarios where multiple rays exist between a cluster at the
Tx and a cluster at the Rx side. In such cases, HR, HT and A
can be derived by stacking the contributions of multiple rays
at the Rx and Tx respectively.

To account for spatial correlation properties, hR,ℓR and
hT,ℓT are described statistically as ΘR,ℓR = E{hR,ℓRh

H
R,ℓR

},
ΘT,ℓT = E{hT,ℓTh

H
T,ℓT

}, respectively, where ΘR,ℓR ∈
CNR×NR and ΘT,ℓT ∈ CNT×NT are the spatial correlation
matrices for cluster ℓR and cluster ℓT, respectively. Further-
more, hR,ℓR and hT,ℓT are expressed via the Karhunen-Loève
representation [35] as follows:

hR,ℓR = Θ
1/2
R,ℓR

g̃R,ℓR = UR,ℓRΛ
1/2
R,ℓR

gR,ℓR , (5a)

hT,ℓT = Θ
1/2
T,ℓT

g̃T,ℓT = UT,ℓTΛ
1/2
T,ℓT

gT,ℓT , (5b)

where UR,ℓR and UT,ℓT contain the eigenvectors of ΘR,ℓR

and ΘT,ℓT , respectively, ΛR,ℓR and ΛT,ℓT are diagonal matri-
ces containing eigenvalues of ΘR,ℓR and ΘT,ℓT , respectively,
g̃R,ℓR , gR,ℓR ∈ CNR×1 and g̃T,ℓT , gT,ℓT ∈ CNT×1 are
random vectors with entries satisfying CN (0, 1). To model the
spatial correlation matrices Θ•,ℓ• , we first derive the following
proposition.

Proposition 1: The joint spatial correlation matrix from
cluster ℓT to cluster ℓR, denoted as ΘℓR,ℓT , satisfies

ΘℓR,ℓT = ΘR,ℓR ⊗ΘT,ℓT . (6)

Proof: Refer to Appendix B.
Proposition 1 allows us to model the statistical spatial corre-
lation characteristics at the Tx and Rx separately. Note that
unlike the widely used Kronecker channel model [24], the
Kronecker property in the proposed channel model is satisfied
for propagation links between a Tx cluster and a Rx cluster
rather than the entire channel. This distinction endows our
model with greater applicability and flexibility.

Based on (40) in Appendix B, and considering the number
of scatterers in a cluster tends towards infinity, i.e., Q• →
∞, the spatial correlation coefficient between the n•1 -th array
element and the n•2

-th array element, denoted by ξ
(n•1 )
n•2

, can

be further modeled statistically based on the distribution of
parameters as follows:

ξ
(n•1 )
n•2

=

∫
exp

(
ȷκDn•2

(Υℓ•,q•)
)

c
(n•2 )

ℓ•,q•

×
exp

(
−ȷκDn•1

(Υℓ•,q•)
)

c
(n•1 )

ℓ•,q•

f(Υℓ•,q•) dΥℓ•,q• , (7)

due to E{|gℓ•,q• |2}/Q• = f(Υℓ•,q•) dΥℓ•,q• [36], where
f(Υℓ•,q•) represents a distribution of Υℓ•,q• , i.e., the prob-
ability distribution function (PDF) of Υℓ•,q• . Generally, dℓ•,q•
and θℓ•,q• can be modeled independently, and f(Υℓ•,q•) can be
written as f(dℓ•,q•)f(θℓ•,q•) [37], [38]. However, the variation
of dℓ•,q• can be considered negligible due to the approximate
constancy of scatterer ranges within a cluster. Therefore,
we simplify f(Υℓ•,q•) to f(θℓ•,q•) by assuming dℓ•,q• as a
constant. Furthermore, the Von Mises distribution (VMD) can
be adopted for modeling f(θℓ•,q•)

5 with subscripts omitted

f(θ) =
exp

(
ϱ−1 cos(θ − µθ)

)
2πI0(ϱ−1)

, (8)

where µθ is the mean angle, ϱ > 0 controls the width of the
angular distribution with ϱ → 0 giving a ray at the single
angle µθ and ϱ → ∞ giving a uniform spread of angles, and
I0(·) is the zeroth-order modified Bessel function of the first
kind. Note that in the proposed model, the near-field properties
are incorporated with the spatial correlation modeling, and the
influence of near-field characteristics is further specified in
Section IV-C.

Remark 1: One may notice that the proposed channel
model is similar to the multi-keyhole channel model [39].
However, in this paper, the A is not restricted to a diagonal
matrix, to describe a more complex scattering environment.
Moreover, the wide applicability of the multi-keyhole model
is also inherited and the proposed channel model can embrace
a variety of typical analytical channel models, as well as
encompass the far-field and near-field situations alike, which
will be specified in Section III-C.

C. Compatibility Analysis

The proposed channel model demonstrates high flexibility
and compatibility, enabling the incorporation of a broad fre-
quency range and various application scenarios for mid-band
XL-MIMO systems, alongside other conventional analytical
channel models. We further elucidate the model’s compatibil-
ity through the following three aspects.

1) Compatibility with Various Scenarios: The proposed
channel model adeptly characterizes the propagation environ-
ment and cluster characteristics, as outlined below:

• Near-field propagation characteristics are statistically
modeled at the cluster level, with added consideration
for the clusters’ central distances compared to the far-
field model.

5Note that the VMD is a widely used distribution to describe the angular
spread, which can describe the degree of angular spread flexibly through
changing ϱ, other distribution models can also be adopted. When the UPAs
are deployed, the Von Mises Fisher distribution can be adopted.
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• The propagation environment’s features (e.g., sparse or
dense scattering) are depicted through the power coupling
matrix A.

• Beyond the aforementioned channel characteristics, other
channel characteristics such as path loss and angular
spread are also adjustable through parameter settings to
accommodate different frequency bands and application
scenarios. Furthermore, various measurement results can
be seamlessly integrated for channel parameterization.

2) Compatibility with Other Analytical Models: Next, we
examine the compatibility of our proposed analytical model
with other analytical channel models. Intuitively, as the angular
spread becomes exceedingly small, that is, ϱ → 0, our channel
model simplifies to a finite-dimensional channel model. This
simplification enables the characterization of the channel from
the perspective of propagation rays. In terms of statistical
characteristics and akin to the multi-keyhole model, our model
aligns with the double-scattering channel model [25] under
conditions where ΘR,ℓR = ΘR,∀ℓR and ΘT,ℓT = ΘT,∀ℓT
are met, and when A is a Hermitian matrix with uniform
diagonal elements. This compatibility extends to the correlated
Rayleigh model when A = I and LR and LT approach
infinity. Furthermore, when regarding the eigenmode channel,
the eigenmodes at the Tx and Rx are identified as follows:

Proposition 2: The eigenmodes of the Tx and Rx, denoted
by UT and UR, respectively, are derived through the eigen-
value decomposition of the spatial correlation matrices at both
link ends, i.e., E{HHH} and E{HHH}. The decomposition
is given by:

UTΛTU
H
T ≈

LT∑
ℓT=1

LR∑
ℓR=1

|αℓR,ℓT |2Tr(ΘR,ℓR)ΘT,ℓT , (9a)

URΛRU
H
R ≈

LT∑
ℓT=1

LR∑
ℓR=1

|αℓR,ℓT |2Tr(ΘT,ℓT)ΘR,ℓR . (9b)

Proof: Refer to Appendix C.
Based on the analysis above, it is evident that the proposed
channel model can be adapted to other analytical channel mod-
els, which also reflects the versatility of the proposed model
in characterizing various channel propagation environments.

3) Compatibility with Far-Field and Near-Field: Next, we
delve into the model’s compatibility with far-field conditions.
When the number of antennas is small, the effects of spherical
wavefront become negligible, allowing the distance in (3) to
be approximated using Taylor series expansion as

Dn•(Υℓ•,q•) ≈ dℓ•,q• − η•,n• sin θℓ•,q• . (10)

Hence, the model can be simplified to a far-field scenario,
particularly apt for situations where the UE is equipped
with a limited number of antennas. Additionally, the spatial
correlation matrix in the far field can be expressed as

[Θ•,ℓ• ]n•1 ,n•2
=

I0

(√
ϱ−2+b2n•1n•2

+2bn•1n•2ϱ
−1 sinµθℓ•

)
/I0(ϱ

−1),
(11)

where bn•1n•2
= ȷκ(η•,n•1

− η•,n•2
). It can be obtained from

(11) that Θ•,ℓ• is a Toeplitz and Herimitian matrix under

far-field conditions. Therefore, the far-field spatial correlation
matrix can asymptotically be diagonalized using a DFT ma-
trix [40], [41], thereby setting the eigenmode bases as DFT
matrices.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS FOR MID-BAND XL-MIMO
SYSTEMS

To address the problem P2 mentioned in the Introduction,
we investigate the performance of mid-band XL-MIMO sys-
tems based on the proposed channel model. Our primary focus
is on the ergodic SE and the OP-MRC, which reflect two fun-
damental requirements: transmission throughput and reliabil-
ity, respectively. Specifically, for convenience of analysis, two
typical scenarios are selected. Closed-form approximations
and performance bounds are derived, while the characteristics
and impacts of mid-band XL-MIMO systems are analyzed
based on these derived expressions.

A. Metrics of Mid-Band XL-MIMO Systems

Throughout the historical review, advanced transmission
schemes have been proposed to explore channel characteristics
[42]. To explore the performance of mid-band XL-MIMO
systems, spatial multiplexing (SM) and beamforming (BF) are
assumed, and the corresponding ergodic SE and OP-MRC are
selected as two effective performance indicators.

1) Ergodic SE under SM: Assuming the transmit signal is
x ∈ CNT×1, the signal received at the Rx is given by

y = Hx+ n, (12)

where n ∈ CNR×1 is the additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) with zero means and covariance ι2nI, and we as-
sume ι2n = 1 for simplicity. Considering the multiplexing
transmission is adopted and an equal power allocation strat-
egy is employed, the covariance of the transmit signal is
Q = E

{
xxH

}
= P

NT
INT

, where P = E{Tr(xxH)} is the
total transmit power. The ergodic SE is denoted as

C = EH

{
log2 det

(
I+ γHHH

)}
,

= Eλ(HHH)


rank(H)∑

i=1

log2
(
1 + γλi(HHH)

), (13)

where γ = P/(NTι
2
n), and λi(HHH) is the i-th eigenvalue

of HHH.
2) OP under BF: When the BF transmission strategy is

adopted, we focus on the OP, which reflects the reliability
of transmission. Considering a MIMO system with MRC, the
estimate of the single-stream transmit signal x is given by x̂ =√
γ̄wHHH(Hwx+n), where w ∈ CNT×1 is the beamforming

vector satisfying wHw = 1, and γ̄ denotes the ratio of transmit
power to the noise variance ι2n. The receive SNR is then γR =
γ̄wHHHHw. It is well known that the BF vector wopt, which
maximizes the receive SNR, is the eigenvector corresponding
to the maximum eigenvalue of HHH. Assuming perfect CSI
and the BF vector wopt are available at both the Rx and the
Tx, the receive SNR is further given by

γR = γ̄wH
optH

HHwopt = γ̄λmax(H
HH). (14)
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The OP is defined as the probability that the receive SNR, γR,
drops below an acceptable SNR threshold γth, i.e.,

Pout = Pr(γR ≤ γth) = Pr

(
λmax(H

HH) ≤ γth
γ̄

)
. (15)

B. Typical Scenarios

Given the broad applicability and compatibility of the pro-
posed channel model, directly analyzing the aforementioned
metrics through the general expression in (4) proves chal-
lenging. Therefore, we select two typical scenarios aimed at
representing the characteristics of the mid-band channel under
both the high and low parts of the mid-band spectrum, re-
spectively, for specific illustrations. General cases are analyzed
through simulations in the following section. Without loss of
generality, the path loss term

√
PL is omitted in this section.

1) Specular Components Dominant Scattering (SS) Sce-
nario: Considering a scenario dominated by specular com-
ponents, the angular spread is assumed to be extremely nar-
row. Thus, ϱ approaches 0, and the rank of Θ•,ℓ• satisfies
rank(Θ•,ℓ•) ≈ 1. Consequently, based on (5), h•,ℓ• can be
further approximated as

h•,ℓ• = U•,ℓ•Λ
1
2

•,ℓ•g•,ℓ• ≈ √
χ•,ℓ•g•,ℓ•u•,ℓ• , (16)

where χ•,ℓ• is the maximum eigenvalue of Θ•,ℓ• , u•,ℓ•
is the eigenvector corresponding to χ•,ℓ• , and g•,ℓ• is an
complex Gaussian variable satisfying CN (0, 1). Furthermore,
in communication with higher frequency bands of the mid-
band spectrum, large-scale fading becomes severe, and several
clusters are distinguishable at both the Tx side and the Rx
side, thus resulting in a sparse propagation environment, i.e.,
a sparse A under SS scenarios. Under these circumstances,
the equivalent channel expression is derived in the following
proposition.

Proposition 3: In the SS scenario, the proposed channel
model is equivalent to the following expression:

HSS = ΠRΛRAΛH
TΠ

H
T = ΠRÃΠH

T, (17)

where ΠR = [uR,1, . . . ,uR,LR ], ΠT = [uT,1, . . . ,uT,LT ],
ΛR = diag(

√
χR,1gR,1, . . . ,

√
χR,LRgR,LR), ΛT =

diag(
√
χT,1gT,1, . . . ,

√
χT,LTgT,LT), and Ã = ΛRAΛH

T.
Proof: Based on (16), H•, in (4) can be further denoted

as
H•=[

√
χ•,1g•,1u•,1, . . . ,

√
χR,L•gR,L•u•,L• ]

=[u•,1, . . . ,u•,L• ]diag(χ
1
2
•,1g•,1, . . . , χ

1
2

•,L•
g•,L•).

(18)

Therefore, ΠR, ΠT, ΛR and ΛT can be defined.
Note that the expression in (17) is equivalent to the finite-

dimensional channel model in a near-field form [22], [43],
denoted as

HSS = BRĂBH
T, (19)

where BR = [bR(Υ1), . . . ,bR(ΥLR
)], and BT =

[bT(Υ1), . . . ,bT(ΥLT
)], b•(Υℓ•) is the near-field steering

vector, satisfying [b•(Υℓ•)]n• = exp(−ȷκDn•(Υℓ•))/c
(n•)
ℓ•

,
Υℓ• = {dℓ• , θℓ•}, with dℓ• and θℓ• representing the distance
and mean angle of the center of cluster ℓ•, and [Ă]ℓR,ℓT =
αℓR,ℓTgR,ℓRg

∗
T,ℓT

.

2) Dense Components Dominant Scattering (DS) Scenario:
We then consider the scenario dominated by dense mul-
tipath components where the angular spread is significant.
Meanwhile, assuming the system operates within the lower
mid-band, and both the Tx and Rx are surrounded by a
complex scattering environment, A is not a sparse matrix,
reflecting complex scattering relationships between different
clusters. Under this circumstance, the approximate channel
representation is derived in the following proposition.

Proposition 4: In a dense components dominant scattering
scenario, the channel is approximated by

HDS ≈ Θ̄
1
2

RHw,RAHH
w,TΘ̄

H
2

T , (20)

where Hw,R ∈ CNR×LR and Hw,T ∈ CNT×LT are random
Gaussian matrices with i.i.d. CN (0, 1) elements. Θ̄R and Θ̄T

satisfy

Θ̄R =
1

LR
(ΘR,1 + · · ·+ΘR,LR

), (21a)

Θ̄T =
1

LT
(ΘT,1 + · · ·+ΘT,LT

). (21b)

Proof: See Appendix D.
Remark 2: The physical interpretation of Proposition 4

suggests that although the ϱ at the Tx and the Rx are relatively
small, the incident signal from LR clusters and the transmit
signal to LT clusters can be considered as being distributed
across various directions with comparable power, which can
be regarded as the additivity of the power angular spectrum.
Note that the right side of (20) bears similarity to the double-
scattering channel model, even if spatial correlation matrices
are modeled at the cluster level at both Tx and Rx separately.
Furthermore, the pinhole effect [44] can also be represented
when rank(A) = 1.

Note that the aforementioned two typical scenarios may
both appear in mid-band MIMO systems, while the former
is also suitable for mmWave MIMO systems, and the latter
is effective in characterizing MIMO systems operating in the
Sub-6 GHz frequency band. Furthermore, the sparse scattering
and rich scattering can also be depicted by the SS scenario
and the DS scenario above. To sum up, these two equivalent
expressions provide a basis for subsequent performance com-
parisons of different systems.

C. Ergodic SE Analysis

1) Ergodic SE in SS Scenario: Under the SS scenario, we
derive both a closed-form approximation and an upper bound
based on the equivalent channel in (17). For simplicity, we
assume that no more than one non-zero element exists in
each row and column of A, defining LSS = LR = LT =
rank(HSS).6

6Note that this analysis and results also apply to the case where LR ̸= LT,
because Ã can be rearranged into a diagonal matrix based on the aforemen-
tioned assumption.
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Fig. 2. Ergodic SE of SS scenario against the transmit power per antenna.
Setup 1: NR = 256, NT = 16, LSS = 4; Setup 2: NR = 512, NT = 64,
LSS = 4; Setup 3: NR = 512, NT = 64, LSS = 6.

Theorem 1: For a mid-band XL-MIMO system with equal
power allocation, the approximation of the ergodic SE under
the SS scenario is given by

Capp
SS =

1

ln 2
LSS∑
ℓ=1

G1,1
4,2

(
γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ

∣∣∣ 0 0 1 1
1 0

)
, (22)

where ℓ = 1, . . . , LSS, λ•,ℓ is the ℓ-th eigenvalue of ΠH
•Π•,

and Gm,n
p,q (·|·) is the Meijer-G function.

Proof: See Appendix E.
Despite the approximation’s tightness, its complexity hinders
a thorough exploration of the impact introduced by mid-band
XL-MIMO systems. To provide more insightful guidelines
and capture the performance scaling introduced by the novel
characteristics, we offer the following upper bound.

Proposition 5: For a mid-band XL-MIMO system with
equal power allocation, the ergodic SE under the SS scenario
can be upper bounded by

CSS ≤ Cub
SS =

LSS∑
ℓ=1

log2
(
1 + γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ

)
. (23)

Proof: Applying Jensen’s inequality to the ergodic SE in
(51), we obtain

CSS ≤
LSS∑
ℓ=1

log2
(
1+γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓE

{
|gR,ℓg

∗
T,ℓ|2

})
(a)
=

LSS∑
ℓ=1

log2
(
1+γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ

)
= Cub

SS,

(24)
where (a) leverages the property that for independent
|gR,ℓ|2 and |gT,ℓ|2, following an exponential distribution,
E{|gR,ℓg

∗
T,ℓ|2} = E{|gR,ℓ|2}E{|gT,ℓ|2} = 1.

Fig. 2 demonstrates the ergodic SE of the SS scenario as
a function of the transmit power per antenna, i.e., P/(NTι

2
n),

across three different system setups. In this analysis, the

parameters of LR and LT clusters are randomly generated,
with dℓR ∼ U(200λ, 400λ), dℓT ∼ U(50λ, 100λ), satisfying
the near-field assumption, and θℓR , θℓT ∼ U(−π/3, π/3).
The matrix A is set as a diagonal matrix, with diagonal
elements having amplitude 1/LSS and random phases. The
correlation matrices Θ•,ℓ• , ℓ• = 1, . . . , L• are designed to
exhibit the rank-1 property, simulating the case where ϱ → 0.
The approximation in (22), the upper bound in (23), and the
Monte-Carlo results are presented. The congruence between
the approximation and Monte-Carlo simulations is remark-
able, confirming the effectiveness of our analytical approach
through both the approximation and the upper bound.

The analysis, grounded in (22) and (23), reveals that ergodic
SE is influenced by several key factors: the number of mul-
tipaths, the power associated with each path, the maximum
eigenvalues of the correlation matrices, and the orthogonality
among the major eigenvectors of spatial correlation matrices.
The last two terms are reflected by χ•,ℓ, and λ•,ℓ, ℓ =
1, . . . , LSS, respectively, which also represent the intercluster
and intracluster characteristics, respectively. These elements
together signify the impact of the near-field eigenmode on
system performance. The analysis suggests that the presence
of more multipaths can enhance ergodic SE, even if the total
multipath power remains constant, underscoring the benefits
of multi-stream transmission.

In scenarios with minimal angular spread for a cluster, we
observe that χ•,ℓ ≈ Tr(Θ•,ℓ), and u•,ℓ ∝ b•(Υ•,ℓ), for
ℓ = 1, . . . , LSS. This preliminarily implies that ergodic SE
benefits from the deployment of additional antennas, whilst
further investigation can be referred to Section IV-E. Addition-
ally, akin to far-field conditions, the asymptotic orthogonality
between steering vectors of different clusters (ℓ1 ̸= ℓ2) is
approached as the number of antennas (NR or NT) increases
indefinitely:

lim
N•→∞

∣∣bH
• (Υℓ1)b•(Υℓ2)

∣∣
≈ lim

N•→∞

∫ N•
2

−N•
2

∣∣∣eȷκ(Dn• (Υℓ1
)−Dn• (Υℓ2

))
∣∣∣

c
(n•)
ℓ1

c
(n•)
ℓ2

dn•

(a)
= lim

N•→∞

1

c
(ñ)
ℓ1

c
(ñ)
ℓ2

∫ N•
2

−N•
2

∣∣∣eȷκ(Dn• (Υ•,ℓ1 )−Dn• (Υ•,ℓ2 ))
∣∣∣dn•

(b)→ 0, for Υ•,ℓ1 ̸= Υ•,ℓ2 ,
(25)

where (a) is due to the first mean value theorem with
−N•/2 < ñ < N•/2, and (b) is based on the conclusions
in [16]. Hence, the advantageous conditions for multiplexing
favorable in far-field scenarios can be extended to near-field
conditions as well, enhancing the system’s SE.

2) Ergodic SE in DS Scenario: In this section, we examine
the ergodic SE of the DS scenario based on the channel
approximation presented in (20). For simplicity, we consider
the case where LDS = LR = LT. The upper bound of ergodic
SE is derived in the following proposition.

Proposition 6: For a mid-band XL-MIMO system under
the DS scenario with equal power allocation, the ergodic SE
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256, NT = 64, LDS = 8, Setup 2: NR = 256, NT = 64, LDS = 16,
Setup 3: NR = 512, NT = 64, LDS = 16, Setup 4: NR = 64, NT = 8,
LDS = 4.

is upper bounded by

Cub
DS=log2

{
r∑

k=0

(k!)2γ
∑
α̂1

k

∑
α̂2

k

∑
α̂3

k

det(Λ̄R)
α̂1

k

α̂1
k

× det(Λ̄C)
α̂2

k

α̂2
k
× det(Λ̄T)

α̂3
k

α̂3
k

}
, (26)

where Λ̄R ∈ CNR×NR , Λ̄T ∈ CNT×NT and Λ̄C ∈ CLDS×LDS

are the diagonal matrices containing the eigenvalues of Θ̄R,
Θ̄T and AHA, respectively, det(M)

α̂i
k

α̂j
k

denotes the determi-
nant of a sub-matrix of M obtained by selecting the rows
and columns of M, indexed by α̂i

k and α̂j
k, α̂1

k, α̂2
k, and α̂3

k

represent all possible ordered length-k subsets of the numbers
{1, . . . , NR}, {1, . . . , LDS}, and {1, . . . , NT}, respectively,
r = min{NR, NT, LDS}.

Proof: See Appendix F.
Fig. 3 compares the ergodic SE of the DS scenario against

the transmit power per antenna P/(NTι
2
n) under various

system configurations. In this analysis, the parameters of LR,
LT clusters, dℓR , dℓT , θℓR , and θℓT are generated in the same
way as those in Fig. 2, satisfying the near-field assumption.
The angular spread for each correlation matrix is uniformly
set, i.e., ϱ = 1/100. The matrix A is generated by AwA

H
w and

then normalized, where Aw is a random matrix with entries
satisfying CN (0, 1). This comparison demonstrates that the
Monte-Carlo simulation results of the proposed channel model
closely align with those of the equivalent model in (20) under
DS scenarios, thereby validating Proposition 4. Moreover, the
upper bound closely approximates the Monte-Carlo results,
making it a rational approach to analyze the ergodic SE based
on the upper bound.7

From (26), it is discernible that the ergodic SE is sig-
nificantly influenced by the eigenvalues of AHA, Θ̄R, and

7Note that due to the high computational complexity of calculating the
upper bound, results are presented only for cases where NT, NR and LDS

are small, although the upper bound remains precise for larger parameter
values.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Receive SNR threshold (dB)

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

O
u
ta

g
e
 p

ro
b
a
b
ili

ty

Approximation, Setup 1

Monte-Carlo,    Setup 1

Approximation, Setup 2

Monte-Carlo,    Setup 2

Approximation, Setup 3

Monte-Carlo,    Setup 3

39.5 40 40.5

0.25

0.3

0.35

Fig. 4. OP of SS scenario versus the receive SNR threshold. Setup 1: NR =
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Θ̄T. On one hand, the coupling relationships between clus-
ters at the Tx and Rx sides are encapsulated by Λ̄C, i.e.,
AHA. The structure and rank of the channel are primarily
determined by AHA, especially when the angular spread is
relatively large, indicating that the ranks of Θ•, are high.
On the other hand, regarding the eigenvalue characteristics of
spatial correlation matrices, under the far-field assumption, all
Θ•,ℓ• , ℓ• = 1, . . . , L•, can share the same DFT eigenbases. In
contrast, under the near-field assumption, deriving a closed-
form expression becomes challenging; thus, we resort to
numerical integration for results, which is specified in Section
IV-E.

D. OP of MIMO-MRC System Analysis

1) OP in SS Scenario: Under the SS scenario, we derive
an approximation for the OP under MIMO-MRC. We denote
that LSS = rank(HSS).

Theorem 2: For a mid-band XL-MIMO system with perfect
CSI and optimal beamforming, the OP under the SS scenario
is approximated by

P app
out,SS =

LSS∏
ℓ=1

(
1− 2

√
γth
γ̄ϖℓ

K1

(
2

√
γth
γ̄ϖℓ

))
, (27)

where ϖℓ = |αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ.
Proof: See Appendix G.

Fig. 4 showcases the OP against the receive SNR threshold
for different system configurations, with the transmit power
fixed at P/ι2n = 0 dB. The simulation setups are the same as
those in Fig. 2. It is evident that the approximation results
align closely with the Monte-Carlo simulations, affirming
the validity of using the approximation expression for OP
analysis. Notably, an increase in the number of multipaths
leads to a reduction in outage, attributed to the diminished
power per multipath. Building upon previous analysis, we
posit that χR,ℓ ≈ Tr(ΘR,ℓ) and χT,ℓ ≈ Tr(ΘT,ℓ), for
ℓ = 1, . . . , LSS. Given the monotonic increase of the function
1−2

√
xK1(2

√
x) when x > 0, an augmentation in the number
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of antennas contributes to a lower OP, thereby enhancing the
quality of transmission. From another perspective, integrating
near-field characteristics into the analysis reveals that more
multipaths become nearly orthogonal at both the Tx and Rx
as the antenna count substantially increases. However, this
orthogonality is not conducive to the OP of MIMO-MRC
systems, due to the nearly equal λ•,ℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , LSS.

2) OP in DS Scenario: Similarly, we assume that LDS =
LR = LT. In the context of the DS scenario, the term
HH

DSHDS is conceptualized as a nested structure of two
quadratic forms. Drawing on (54), we denote ΣHΣ =
ΛCH̃

H
w,TΛTH̃w,TΛ

H
C, the CDF of the maximum eigenvalue

of HH
DSHDS conditioned on ΣHΣ, denoted as Fλmax

(x|Σ),
can be derived based on [45]. The distribution of eigenvalues
of ΣHΣ, denoted as f(λΣ), is ascertainable through the eigen-
value distribution of a quadratic form on complex Gaussian
random matrices [46], where λΣ = [λΣ,1, . . . , λΣ,LDS

]⊤, and
λΣ,ℓ represents the ℓ-th largest eigenvalue of Σ. Subsequently,
the CDF of the maximum eigenvalue of HH

DSHDS is deter-
mined through the integral

Fλmax
(x) =

∫
D
Fλmax

(x|Σ)f(λΣ)dλΣ, (28)

where integrations occur over the domain D = {∞ > λΣ,1 >
· · · > λΣ,LDS

≥ 0}. However, deriving a closed-form expres-
sion for this integral proves challenging, and the complexity of
the expression also complicates direct performance analysis.
Consequently, we resort to analyzing the OP using Monte-
Carlo simulations for empirical insight.

Fig. 5 illustrates the OP against the receive SNR threshold
for various system configurations, with the transmit power set
to P/ι2n = −20 dB. The simulation settings are the same as
those in Fig. 3. The Monte-Carlo simulations, based on the
proposed channel model for the DS scenario and the equiv-
alent expression in (20), yield similar results. This similarity
further validates the accuracy of Proposition 4. Additionally,
it can be inferred that an increase in the number of antennas
significantly enhances the quality of the transmission link.

This is because the maximum eigenvalue of HH
DSHDS closely

correlates with the eigenvalues of Θ̄R and Θ̄T from (28), as
indicated in (28), the characteristics of which are depicted in
Section IV-E. Similarly, the presence of more multipaths tends
to disperse the channel power, thereby reducing the OP of a
MIMO-MRC system.

E. Analysis and Insights

In the analyses discussed in (22), (23), (26) and (27), it is
evident that the performance of mid-band XL-MIMO systems
is significantly influenced by the eigenvalue characteristics
of the spatial correlation matrices. Therefore, this subsection
focuses on the eigenvalues of these matrices, particularly in
terms of their trace and distribution.

1) Trace of Spatial Correlation Matrix: In the SS scenario,
as the spatial correlation matrices approach rank-1, the maxi-
mum eigenvalue χ•,ℓ• in (22), (23) and (27) is approximately
equal to Tr(Θ•,ℓ•). The system performance is associated with
the traces of the spatial correlation matrices. Therefore, we first
present the following proposition.

Proposition 7: The trace of the near-field spatial correlation
matrix, Θ•,ℓ• , derived from (7), is expressed as follows

Tr(Θ•,ℓ•) =

N•∑
n•=1

∫
1

c
(n•)
ℓ•

2
f(Υℓ•)dΥℓ•

=

∫
∆•,ℓ•f(Υℓ•)dΥℓ• , (29)

where ∆•,ℓ• = bH
• (Υℓ•)b•(Υℓ•), approximated by

∆•,ℓ• ≈ dℓ•
dA cos θℓ•

[arctan(I1) + arctan(I2)] (30a)

=
dℓ•

dA cos θℓ•
[arctan(I3) + arctan(I4)] , (30b)

with the variables defined as

I1 =
N•dA

2dℓ• cos θℓ•
− tan θℓ• , (31a)

I2 =
N•dA

2dℓ• cos θℓ•
+ tan θℓ• , (31b)

I3 =
N•dA cos θℓ•

2dℓ• −N•dA sin θℓ•
, (31c)

I4 =
N•dA cos θℓ•

2dℓ• +N•dA sin θℓ•
, (31d)

where dA represents the spacing between adjacent array el-
ements. Furthermore, as ϱ → 0, it follows that χ•,ℓ• ≈
Tr(Θ•,ℓ•) ≈ ∆•,ℓ• . Additionally, under the assumption dℓ• ≫
N•dA, it can be approximated that ∆•,ℓ ≈ N•.

Proof: Exchange the order of summing n• and integrating
Υℓ• , we obtain the expression in (29), whilst (30) and (31) are
derived from [14].

We first focus on the characteristics of ∆•,ℓ. To capture the
characteristics brought about by the near-field modeling, the
term ∆ − N versus the distances and angles is illustrated in
Fig. 6 8. For simplicity, the subscripts • and ℓ are omitted.

8Note that only distances and angles in a rational range are considered,
whilst extreme cases such as extremely small d are left for future works.
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Fig. 6. ∆−N versus distances and angles. N = 512, d ∈ [120λ, 5000λ],
θ ∈ [−π

3
, π
3
].

It can be observed that when d is large, ∆ ≈ N is satisfied
for different angles, because the near-field characteristics are
equivalent to the far-field characteristics at a large d and non-
stationarities can be omitted. However, when d is small, the
term ∆ − N first decreases to less than 0, then increases to
greater than 0 with the increase of θ. We denote the two zeros
as θ1(d) and θ2(d), satisfying θ1(d) < 0 < θ2(d), which are
functions of d. Based on the characteristics of ∆, we next
consider the influence on system performance.

Our consideration can be divided into two aspects: ∆−N >
0 and ∆ − N < 0, which correspond further to two angular
regions: ϑ1 = {θ| − π

2 < θ < θ1(d), θ2(d) < θ < π
2 } and

ϑ2 = {θ|θ1(d) < θ < θ2(d)}. In region ϑ1, we have

χ•,ℓ• ≈
∫

∆•,ℓ•f(Υℓ•)dΥℓ• ≥
∫

N•f(Υℓ•)dΥℓ• =N•,

(32)
due to the property

∫
f(Υℓ•)dΥℓ• = 1. Whilst in region ϑ2,

χ•,ℓ• ≤ N• is inferred. This indicates that system performance
also suffers from a non-stationarity, i.e., clusters in different
regions have non-stationary contributions. Afterward, we focus
on the increase of array elements. It can be obtained from (30)
that χ•,ℓ in (22), (23) and (27) increases with the increase of
N•. However, when N• → ∞, χ•,ℓ tends to be constant with

πdℓ•
dA cos θℓ•

, which is in accordance with [14]. Therefore, we can
derive the following key insight.

Key Insight 1: In the SS scenario, the performance of mid-
band XL-MIMO systems, including metrics such as ergodic
SE and MIMO-MRC OP, benefits from an increase in the
number of array elements. However, the performance gains
tend to plateau as the number of array elements approaches
infinity, a behavior that contrasts with massive MIMO systems
under the far-field assumption. Therefore, it is advisable to
moderately increase the number of array elements, taking into
account the specific conditions of actual deployment.

2) Distribution of Eigenvalues of Spatial Correlation Ma-
trix: In the DS scenario, the system performance in (26) and
(28) is related to the distribution of eigenvalues. Similarly,
our consideration can be divided into two aspects: region ϑ1

and region ϑ2. Since it is challenging to derive closed-form
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Fig. 7. Comparisons of eigenvalues of spatial correlation matrices under
different configurations and region ϑ1. (a), (b), (c), and (d) present the
eigenvalues of a single correlation matrix, (e) describes the eigenvalues of
the mean of 5 spatial correlation matrices. The mean angles are set to π/8.
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different configurations and region ϑ2. The descriptions of (a), (b), (c), (d),
and (e) are the same as Fig. 7. The mean angles are set to π/3.

expressions for the spatial correlation matrices, we present
numerical results from the two perspectives above.

As illustrated in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, we compare the eigen-
values of spatial correlation matrices between the far-field and
near-field conditions under various parameters. Fig. 7 and Fig.
8 correspond to ∆−N < 0 and ∆−N > 0, respectively. In
these figures, N is the number of antennas, d is the distance
coordinate of cluster center, ϱ reflects the angular spread. The
mean angles are set as π/8 and π/3 for Fig. 7 and Fig. 8,
respectively. The mean angles of L = 5 clusters in both figures
are generated randomly from −π/3 to π/3.

Observing Fig. 7(a), Fig. 7(b), Fig. 8(a) and 8(b), it is
evident that increasing the array’s dimension enhances the
range of the near field, which further causes the eigenvalues
of the spatial correlation matrix under near-field conditions
to surpass those under far-field conditions. According to Fig.
7(c), the dominant eigenvalues of the spatial correlation matrix
under near-field conditions surpass those under far-field con-
ditions for both large and small ϱ alike. However, the overall
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eigenvalues under near-field conditions surpass those under
far-field conditions, as reflected by Fig. 8(c).

As anticipated, with a small ϱ, both near-field and far-
field correlation matrices tend toward a rank-1 distribution,
showing similar eigenvalue distributions. Additionally, when
considering multiple clusters, as depicted in Fig. 7(e) and Fig.
8(e), we take the average of L = 5 spatial correlation matrices
as an example. Evidently, the eigenvalues under near-field
modeling exceed those modeled under far-field conditions.
The performance of multiple spatial correlation matrices can
be explained by the additivity of non-overlapping multiple
angular distributions.

Based on the observations above, the overall eigenvalues of
spatial correlation matrices of near-field clusters with signifi-
cant deviation from the normal direction tend to be larger than
those under the far-field assumption. While only the dominant
eigenvalues under near-field modeling are larger than those
under far-field modeling when the incident angle is close to
the normal direction. From the system performance perspec-
tive, when the overall eigenvalues under near-field modeling
exceed those under far-field modeling, the enhancement in
SE can be obtained through spatial multiplexing transmission.
Conversely, if only the dominant eigenvalues under near-
field modeling are larger than those under far-field modeling,
the enhancement can be reflected through beamforming with
several data streams. Consequently, these characteristics lead
to the following key insight.

Key Insight 2: In the DS scenario, the advantages of mid-
band XL-MIMO systems in SE can be reflected through
multiplexing and beamforming, which is determined by the
positions of near-field clusters.

In the forthcoming section, we will delve into the frequency-
related parameters and further examine the performance of
mid-band XL-MIMO systems against other system config-
urations. This examination will leverage both the proposed
channel model and simulations grounded in practical system
configurations, aiming to provide a comprehensive compari-
son.

V. PERFORMANCE COMPARISONS UNDER DIFFERENT
SYSTEM CONFIGURATIONS

In addition to theoretical analyses, our objective is to
benchmark the performance of mid-band XL-MIMO systems
against systems configured under various practical settings.
The frequency-related parameters for this comparison are
derived from standardized technical reports or measurement
results. These parameters are integral to the proposed channel
model configuration. Specifically, the path loss is modeled
based on the Urban Micro (UMi) scenario as per [28]:

PL = 32.4 + 21 log10 (dTR) + 20 log10(fc) [dB], (33)

where dTR denotes the distance between the transmitter and
receiver, and fc represents the carrier frequency. Following the
findings in [9], the number of clusters for different frequency
bands is modeled as

Ncluster = 3.41 · e−0.17fc + 1.86, (34)
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Fig. 9. Comparisons of capacity under different system configurations.

TABLE II
PARAMETERS OF DIFFERENT SYSTEM CONFIGURATIONS

Parameters Setup 1 Setup 2 Setup 3
fc 3.5 GHz 7 GHz 28 GHz

NT, NR 32, 4 [128, 256, 1024], 8 512, 16
Bandwidth 100 MHz 500 MHz 1600 MHz

with each cluster containing five rays. The cluster center
positions (dℓ• , θℓ•) are randomly generated within specified
ranges, with dℓ• ∼ U(10m, 15m), θℓ• ∼ U(−π/3, π/3).

To contrast the performance of typical MIMO systems
across different frequency bands with mid-band XL-MIMO
systems, we delineate the parameters for various system
configurations in Table II. Specifically, setup 1 and setup 3
simulate Sub-6 GHz and mmWave MIMO systems, respec-
tively, with bandwidths of 100 MHz and 1600 MHz, which
are typical bandwidth configurations for FR1 and FR2 [47].
Setup 2 simulates the mid-band XL-MIMO systems with
different configurations. The distance between the transmitter
and receiver is fixed at dTR = 20 m. The channel matrix A
in setups 1 and 3 are assumed to be diagonal and non-sparse,
respectively, with randomly generated elements, whereas both
conditions of A are evaluated for setup 2. The analyses are
underpinned by 1,000 Monte-Carlo simulations. For through-
put comparisons, we evaluate SE based on bandwidth, while
reliability assessments hinge on receive SNR for intuitive
insights.

Fig. 9 exhibits the cumulative distribution function (CDF)
of capacity across different system configurations, indicating
that systems configured as setup 2 excel due to their broader
bandwidth and augmented array elements. The empirical data
corroborate that augmenting the number of array elements at
both the base station and the user equipment effectively bol-
sters system capacity, underscoring the efficacy and potential
of mid-band wireless communication systems in throughput
enhancement.

Fig. 10 showcases the CDF of receive SNR under assorted
practical system configurations, assuming downlink transmis-
sion with a transmit power of 40 dB. Notably, when employing
beamforming strategies at both the transmitter and receiver,
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Fig. 10. Comparisons of receive SNR of MIMO-MRC system under different
system configurations

mid-band MIMO systems demonstrate superior transmission
link quality, particularly with an expanded antenna array. For
instance, with a receive SNR threshold of -10 dB, the OP of
systems configured as setup 2 approaches zero with 256 and
8 antennas at the Tx and Rx, respectively.

This comparative analysis reveals that, relative to Sub-6
GHz MIMO systems, mid-band XL-MIMO systems, benefit-
ting from an increased antenna count and enhanced bandwidth,
excel in both throughput and reliability despite more pro-
nounced large-scale fading. When juxtaposed with mmWave
MIMO systems, which are adversely affected by severe large-
scale fading and rank deficiency, mid-band XL-MIMO sys-
tems still achieve higher transmission rates and more reliable
transmission, even with a comparable antenna count at the
transmitter and receiver. These simulation results further affirm
the superior performance of mid-band XL-MIMO systems in
terms of throughput, reliability, and network coverage, facili-
tated by increased array elements, channel rank enhancement,
and broader transmission bandwidth.

VI. CONCLUSION

The mid-band XL-MIMO system, integrating the mid-band
spectrum and XL-MIMO technology, emerges as a promis-
ing facilitator for the advancement of future wireless com-
munication systems. This development is further supported
by ongoing efforts in standardization. To conduct effective
performance analysis and comparisons, we introduce a novel
analytical channel model grounded on an extensive analysis
of potential channel characteristics specific to the mid-band
spectrum. Utilizing this model, we delve into the ergodic SE
and the OP of MIMO MRC systems, highlighting them as
pivotal metrics. Specifically, we derive closed-form approxi-
mations or performance bounds for two illustrative scenarios,
facilitating analysis and comparison of the impact exerted by
the potential channel characteristics of mid-band XL-MIMO
systems on performance metrics. The influences on system
performance are further analyzed from the perspective of
eigenvalue characteristics of spatial correlation matrices. Sim-
ulations based on the proposed channel model and practical

parameters underscore the potential and superiority of mid-
band XL-MIMO systems. The analysis and numerical results
demonstrate that the performance of mid-band XL-MIMO
systems benefits from the combination of increased array
elements, moderate large-scale fading, enhanced channel rank,
and enlarged transmission bandwidth, which are expected to
exceed those of MIMO systems and massive MIMO systems
under Sub-6 GHz and mmW bands.

APPENDIX A
PRELIMINARIES

Lemma 1: Assuming X and Y are two independent random
variables, satisfying exponential distribution as X ∼ exp(λ1)
and Y ∼ exp(λ2) λ1, λ2 > 0, respectively, then the cu-
mulative distribution function (CDF) and probability density
function (PDF) of the random variable Z = XY are denoted
as (35) and (36), respectively.

FZ(z) = 1− 2
√

λ1λ2zK1

(
2
√
λ1λ2z

)
, (35)

fZ(z) = 2λ1λ2K0

(
2
√
λ1λ2z

)
, (36)

where Kν(·) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind with order ν.

Proof: The PDF of X and Y are fX(x) = λ1e
−λ1x, x ≥ 0

and fY (y) = λ2e
−λ2y, y ≥ 0, then the CDF of Z = XY is

FZ(z)=P (Z ≤ z)=

∫ +∞

0

∫ z
y

0

λ1λ2e
−λ1xe−λ2ydxdy

=

∫ +∞

0

λ2e
−λ2y(1− e−λ1

z
y )dy,

(37)

then apply the integral property in [48] and we obtain the
conclusions above.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

The spatial correlation coefficient for a link from cluster ℓT
to cluster ℓR is defined as

ξ
(nR1 ,nT1 )
nR2

,nT2
= E

{
hnR1

,nT1
,ℓR,ℓTh

∗
nR2

,nT2
,ℓR,ℓT

|αℓR,ℓT |2

}
. (38)

Upon substituting (2) into (38), we arrive at a detailed ex-
pression in (39), appearing at the top of the next page. We
assume that the link is coupled through αℓR,ℓT at the cluster
level, implying that the statistical characteristics on the Tx and
Rx sides are assumed to be independent. Consequently, (39)
can be further represented as ξ

(nR1
,nT1

)
nR2

,nT2
= ξ

(nR1
)

nR2
· ξ(nT1

)
nT2

∗,
where the superscript ∗ represents the conjugate. Here, ξ(nR1

)
nR2

and ξ
(nT1 )
nT2

are the spatial correlation coefficients at the Rx and
Tx, respectively, defined as

ξ
(n•1 )
n•2

=

Q•∑
q•=1

E{|gℓ•,q• |2}

Q•

eȷκ(Dn•2
(Υℓ•,q• )−Dn•1

(Υℓ•,q• ))

c
(n•2 )

ℓ•,q•
c
(n•1 )

ℓ•,q•

,

(40)
for • ∈ {R,T}. Arranging ξ

(nR1
)

nR2
and ξ

(nT1
)

nT2
into matrices

ΘR,ℓR and ΘT,ℓT , satisfying [ΘR,ℓR ]nR1
,nR2

= ξ
(nR1 )
nR2

and
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ξ
(nR1

,nT1
)

nR2
,nT2

=

∑QR

qR=1

∑QT

qT=1

QRQT
E

|gℓR,qRgℓT,qT |2
e
ȷκ

(
DnR2

(ΥℓR,qR
)−DnR1

(ΥℓR,qR
)
)

c
(nR2 )

ℓR,qR
c
(nR1 )

ℓR,qR

· e
ȷκ

(
DnT1

(ΥℓT,qT
)−DnT2

(ΥℓT,qT
)
)

c
(nT2 )

ℓT,qT
c
(nT1 )

ℓT,qT


=

∑QR

qR=1 E{|gℓR,qR |2}
QR

e
ȷκ

(
DnR2

(ΥℓR,qR
)−DnR1

(ΥℓR,qR
)
)

c
(nR2 )

ℓR,qR
c
(nR1 )

ℓR,qR

·
∑QT

qT=1 E{|gℓT,qT |2}
QT

e
ȷκ

(
DnT1

(ΥℓT,qT
)−DnT2

(ΥℓT,qT
)
)

c
(nT2 )

ℓT,qT
c
(nT1 )

ℓT,qT

.

(39)

ΘR = E


∑

ℓR1

∑
ℓT1

αℓR1
,ℓT1

Θ
1
2

R,ℓR1
gR,ℓR1

gH
T,ℓT1

Θ
H
2

T,ℓT1

∑
ℓR2

∑
ℓT2

α∗
ℓR2 ,ℓT2

Θ
1
2

T,ℓT2
gT,ℓT2

gH
R,ℓR2

Θ
H
2

R,ℓR2


=

∑
ℓR1

∑
ℓT1

∑
ℓR2

∑
ℓT2

E
{
αℓR1

,ℓT1
α∗
ℓR2

,ℓT2
Θ

1
2

R,ℓR1
gR,ℓR1

gH
T,ℓT1

Θ
H
2

T,ℓT1
Θ

1
2

T,ℓT2
gT,ℓT2

gH
R,ℓR2

Θ
H
2

R,ℓR2

}
.

(41)

[ΘT,ℓT ]nT1
,nT2

= ξ
(nT1 )
nT2

, we obtain (6) in Proposition 1 due
to the Herimitian characteristics of Θ•,ℓ• .

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

The correlation matrices at the Tx and the Rx are defined as
ΘT = E

{
HHH

}
and ΘR = E

{
HHH

}
, respectively. Here

we take the Rx as an example. The receive correlation matrix
is written as (41), shown at the top of the next page. When
ℓT1

̸= ℓT2
, we have

E
{
gH
T,ℓT1

Θ
H
2

T,ℓT1
Θ

1
2

T,ℓT2
gT,ℓT2

}
= 0. (42)

When ℓT1 = ℓT2 = ℓT and ℓR1 ̸= ℓR2 , the following
expression also satisfies due to the independent characteristics
of gR,ℓR1

and gR,ℓR2
.

E
{
gR,ℓR1

gH
T,ℓTΘT,ℓTgT,ℓTg

H
R,ℓR2

}
= 0. (43)

Therefore, only the case ℓR1
= ℓR2

= ℓR and ℓT1
= ℓT2

= ℓT
needs to be considered. Define ϵℓT = gH

T,ℓT
ΘT,ℓTgT,ℓT and

apply the property in [49], we have

E
{
Θ

1
2

R,ℓR
gR,ℓRϵℓTg

H
R,ℓRΘ

H
2

R,ℓR

}
= Θ

1
2

R,ℓR
E
{
gR,ℓRϵℓTg

H
R,ℓR

}
Θ

1
2

R,ℓR
= ϵℓTΘR,ℓR .

(44)

Then the ϵℓT can be approximated by E{ϵℓT} [50]

E{ϵℓT} = E{gH
T,ℓTΘT,ℓTgT,ℓT} = Tr(ΘT,ℓT). (45)

Substituting (44) and (45) into (41) then the right hand of (9)
can be obtained. Similarly, the correlation matrix at the Tx
side can also be obtained.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

Since the HR and HT in (4) are modeled independently
while coupled by A, we then analyze HR and HT seperately.
Considering a general expression, the statistical properties of
one side •, • ∈ {T,R}, satisfy

E{H•H
H
• } = E

{[
Θ

1
2
•,1g•,1, . . . ,Θ

1
2

•,L•
g•,L•

]
[
Θ

1
2
•,1g•,1, . . . ,Θ

1
2

•,L•
g•,L•

]H }
,

(46)

then we obtain

Θ̄T =
1

LT
E{HTH

H
T} =

ΘT,1 + . . . ,ΘT,LT

LT
,

Θ̄R =
1

LR
E{HRH

H
R} =

ΘR,1 + . . . ,ΘR,LR

LR
.

(47)

Therefore, HR and HT can be approximated by the Karhunen-
Loève transformation as HR = Θ̄

1
2

RHw,R and HT =

Θ̄
1
2

THw,T, respectively, where Hw,R and Hw,T are complex
Gaussian matrices with elements satisfying CN (0, 1).

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The ergodic SE under specular components dominant sce-
nario is

CSS = E
{
log2 det

(
I+ γHSSH

H
SS

)}
= E

{
log2 det

(
I+ γÃΠH

TΠTÃ
HΠH

RΠR

)}
.

(48)

Denoting the eigendecomposition of ΠH
TΠT and ΠH

RΠR as
ΠH

TΠT = UΠR
ΛΠR

UH
ΠR

and ΠH
RΠR = UΠT

ΛΠT
UH

ΠT
,

respectively, the ergodic SE can be further represented as

CSS = E
{
log2 det

(
I+ γλ

(
ΛΠRÃ

◦ΛΠTÃ
◦H

))}
= E

{
log2

L∏
ℓ=1

(
1 + γλℓ

(
ΛΠRÃ

◦ΛΠTÃ
◦H

))}
,

(49)

where Ã◦ = UH
ΠR

ÃUΠT
. According to the majorization

theory [51], the following weak majorization relationship is
satisfied [52]

λ
(
ΛΠRÃ

◦ΛΠTÃ
◦H

)
≺wλ(ΛΠR)⊙λ(ΛΠT)⊙λ(Ã◦Ã◦H).

(50)
For the accuracy of presentation, matrices λ(ΛΠR

), λ(ΛΠT
),

and λ(Ã◦Ã◦H) are rearranged as diagonal matrices with
the dimension of rank(HSS) × rank(HSS). Denoting LSS =
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rank(HSS), then we obtain the following approximation for
the ergodic SE

Capp
SS =E

{
log2 det

(
I+γλ(ΛΠR

)⊙λ(ΛΠT
)⊙λ(Ã◦Ã◦H)

)}
=E

{
LSS∑
ℓ=1

log2
(
1+γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ|gR,ℓg

∗
T,ℓ|2

)}
.

(51)
Assmue ġℓ = |gR,ℓ|2|gT,ℓ|2, the PDF of ġℓ is fĠℓ

(g) =
2K0(2

√
g) based on Lemma 1 in Appendix A. As a result,

the approximation of ergodic SE in (51) can be calculated as

Capp
SS =Eġℓ

{
LSS∑
ℓ=1

log2
(
1+γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓġℓ

)}

=

LSS∑
ℓ=1

∫ ∞

0

2 log2(1 +ϖℓġ)K0(2
√
ġ)dġ,

(52)
where ϖℓ = γ|αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ. Applying the Meijer-G
function to represent the first term in the integral above [53],
(52) can be further written as

Capp
SS =

1

ln 2

LSS∑
ℓ=1

G1,4
4,2

(
ϖℓ

∣∣∣ 0 0 1 1
1 0

)
, (53)

with the aid of integral characteristics of Kν(·) and Meijer-G
function [48].

APPENDIX F
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6

According to Proposition 4, under dense components scat-
tering scenario, the channel can be approximated by HDS ≈
Θ̄

1
2

RHw,RAHH
w,TΘ̄

H
2

T . We write Θ̄R = ŪRΛ̄RŪ
H
R, Θ̄T =

ŪTΛ̄TŪ
H
T, and A = UCΛCU

H
C, where ŪR, ŪT and UC are

unitary matrices containing the respective eigenvectors, and
Λ̄R, Λ̄T and ΛC are diagonal matrices with diagonal elements
pertaining to the respective descending ordered eigenvalues.
Then the ergodic capacity is further represented as

CDS = E
{
log2 det

(
I+ γΛ̄RH̃w,RΛCH̃

H
w,T×

Λ̄TH̃w,TΛ
H
CH̃

H
w,R

)}
,

(54)

where H̃w,R = ŪH
RHw,RUC and H̃w,T = ŪH

THw,TUC are
still Gaussian matrix variates with i.i.d. CN (0, 1) elements.
Then, applying the following determinant expansion [54]

det(In +M) =

n∑
k=0

∑
α̂k

det(M)α̂k

α̂k
, (55)

and the Cauchy-Binet theorem [51], the determinant term in
(54) can be denoted by exchanging the order of the product
of determinants as

CDS = E
{
log2

( r∑
k=0

γk
∑
α̂1

· · ·
∑
α̂8

det(Λ̄R)
α̂1

α̂1

×det(ΛC)
α̂2

α̂3
× det(ΛH

C)
α̂6

α̂7
× det(Λ̄T)

α̂4

α̂5

×det(H̃w,R)
α̂1

α̂2
× det(H̃H

w,R)
α̂7

α̂8

×det(H̃H
w,T)

α̂3

α̂4
× det(H̃w,T)

α̂5

α̂6

)}
.

(56)

Assuming the A is a positive semi-definite matrix, the Jensen’s
inequality E{log det(M)} ≤ logE{det(M)} can be applied.
Combined with the following properties in [44]

E
{
det(Hw)

α̂p
k

α̂q
k
det(Hw)

α̂s
k

α̂t
k

}
=

{
k!, if α̂p

k = α̂t
k, α̂

q
k = α̂s

k,

0, else,

(57)

where Hw is a matrix with entries satisfy i.i.d. CN (0, 1), the
expression in (26) is obtained.

APPENDIX G
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

According to the majorization relationship of the eigenval-
ues of HH

SSHSS presented in Appendix E, the ℓ-th largest
eigenvalue of HH

SSHSS satisfies

λℓ(H
H
SSHSS) ≈ λℓ(ΛΠR)λℓ(ΛΠT)λℓ(Ã

◦HÃ◦) = λ̄SS
ℓ , (58)

where λ̄SS
ℓ = |αℓ|2χR,ℓχT,ℓλR,ℓλT,ℓ|ġℓ|2. Then Pout,SS can be

further written as [55]

Pout,SS = Pr

(
λmax(H

H
SSHSS) ≤

γth
γ̄

)
= Pr

(
λℓ(H

H
SSHSS) ≤

γth
γ̄

)
, for ℓ = 1, . . . , LSS

(a)
= Fλ1(HH

SSHSS)

(
γth
γ̄

)
· · · · FλLSS

(HH
SSHSS)

(
γth
γ̄

)
≈ Fλ̄SS

1

(
γth
γ̄

)
· · · · Fλ̄SS

L

(
γth
γ̄

)
,

(59)
where (a) is because λℓ(H

H
SSHSS) are independent for ℓ =

1, . . . , LSS. Then combined with the CDF in Appendix A and
the proof is completed.
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