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Abstract—Extremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-
output (XL-MIMO) communications, enabled by numerous
antenna elements integrated into large antenna surfaces, can
provide increased effective degree of freedom (EDoF) to achieve
high diversity gain. However, it remains an open problem
that how the EDoF is influenced by the directional radiation
pattern of antenna elements. In this work, empowered by the
wavenumber-domain channel representation, we analyze the
EDoF in a general case where the directivity of antennas,
determined by the antenna structure and element spacing, is
considered. Specifically, we first reveal the uneven distribution
of directivity-aware wavenumber-domain coupling coefficients,
i.e., channel gain towards different directions, in the isotropic
Rayleigh fading channel. EDoF is then calculated based on
such distribution of coupling coefficients. A numerical method
is also provided to obtain coupling coefficients via full-wave
EM simulations. Due to the influence of antenna directivity,
how EDoF and ergodic channel capacity vary with the element
spacing are explored via simulations for different antenna types.

Index Terms—XL-MIMO, effective degree of freedom,
wavenumber domain, channel capacity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (XL-

MIMO) is an emerging technology for 6G communications,

where enormous antenna elements are integrated into the

antenna surface for spectral efficiency improvement [1], [2].

Potential energy-efficient implementation methods for XL-

MIMO include reconfigurable holographic surfaces [3] and

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) [4]. Benefiting from

the enlarged antenna aperture, XL-MIMO can achieve an

increased effective degree of freedom (EDoF), which is de-

fined as the number of dominant eigenvalues of the XL-

MIMO channel correlation matrix [5]. EDoF corresponds to

the number of orthogonal communication modes for effective

data transmission, and thus, is considered as an essential figure

of merit to evaluate the spatial multiplexing of the MIMO

system [6].

In the literature, most existing works on MIMO EDoF

analysis generally assume ideal antenna arrays with hypo-

thetical antenna elements and quasi-continuous aperture. In

[7], line-of-sight communications involving large intelligent

surfaces are analyzed using the Helmholtz wave equation to

derive the EDoF of MIMO channels. A wavenumber-domain

Fourier series expansion is provided in [8] to model the

Rayleigh fading channel of holographic MIMO and utilized

to analyze the ergodic channel capacity and EDoF. The EDoF

and channel capacity for MIMO with uniform circular arrays
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are studied in [9] to show the advantage of orbital angular

momentum-based communication.

However, the above existing works have not considered

the influence of antenna elements’ directivity on the EDoF

of the MIMO system. Since the directional radiation pattern

of antenna elements has an effect on the channel responses,

different types of antennas that exhibit different directivity fea-

tures naturally lead to various EDoF and channel capacity per-

formances. Moreover, for XL-MIMO with quasi-continuous

antenna arrays, where the element spacing is smaller than half

of the wavelength, a strong mutual coupling effect between

antenna elements arises [10]. Such an effect changes the

directivity, thereby affecting the EDoF. Therefore, the impact

of antenna directivity should be emphasized in this case.

To address the above issue, in this letter, considering the

existence of antenna directivity, we analyze how the EDoF

and channel capacity of XL-MIMO are influenced by the

antenna type and element spacing. The wavenumber-domain

channel representation is adopted, so that channel gain to-

wards different directions is analyzed efficiently and explicitly

using wavenumber-domain coupling coefficients between the

transceiver sides. We reveal the uneven distribution of coupling

coefficients even for the isotropic Rayleigh fading channel

caused by antenna directivity. Given such distribution infor-

mation, a method to obtain the EDoF via only wavenumber-

domain statistical information is proposed. Coupling coeffi-

cients of three representative antenna arrays, including patch,

dipole, and RIS, are then obtained to calculate EDoF and

channel capacity. How EDoF and channel capacity of different

antenna arrays change with element spacing is also discussed.

The rest of this letter is organized as follows. In section

II, the signal model and the wavenumber domain channel

representation of XL-MIMO are described. In Section III, we

present the analysis on wavenumber-domain coupling coeffi-

cient, which is utilized to obtain the EDoF. Numerical results

of coupling coefficients, EDoF and ergodic channel capacity

for three specific types of antennas are given in Section IV.

Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Scenario Description

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider an XL-MIMO commu-

nication system, where a transmit antenna array with NT

antenna elements communicates with a receive antenna array

with NR antenna elements. A Cartesian coordinate system

is introduced, where the x-axis and y-axis are aligned with

the transmit antenna array. The location of the center of the

transmit antenna array is set to be the origin, as depicted in

Fig. 1. The sizes of the transmit and receive antenna arrays

are denoted as (LT,x, LT,y) and (LR,x, LR,y), respectively.

We assume an isotropic scattering Rayleigh fading channel,

where numerous scatterers are randomly and evenly distributed

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.14657v2
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Fig. 1. An XL-MIMO communication system in isotropic scattering Rayleigh
channel.

in space to generate multipaths. The signal model of the XL-

MIMO communication system is

y = Hx+ n, (1)

where x ∈ CNT×1 ∼ CN (0,Q),y ∈ CNR×1, n ∈ CNR×1 ∼
CN (0, µ2), and H ∈ CNR×NT denote the transmitted signal,

the received signal, the zero-mean AWGN noise, and the

random Rayleigh fading channel, respectively. The ergodic

channel capacity is expressed as

C = E{
η

∑

i=1

log2
(

1 + τi
(

HQHH
)

/µ2
)

}, (2)

where τi(·) denotes the i-th largest eigenvalue of the spec-

ified matrix, and η = Rank(HQHH) denotes the degree

of freedom (DoF), which indicates the number of positive

eigenvalues of the correlation matrix HQHH .

B. Wavenumber Domain Channel Representation

It is proved that a spatial stationary and complex Gaussian

distribution Rayleigh fading channel can be represented by

a finite number of distinguishable planar EM waves, which

is the wavenumber-domain channel representation [8]. For a

planar wave of wavelength λ, its wavenumber is denoted as

k = 2π
λ

. The wavenumber is decomposed in the Cartesian

coordinate in the form of wavevector (kx, ky, kz) according to

the propagation direction of the planar wave, which satisfies

k2x+k2y +k2z = k2 [10] and the waveumber domain is defined

as {(kx, ky) ∈ R2 : k2x + k2y ≤ k2}. The wavevectors of

planar waves that constitute the wavenumber-domain channel

representation are uniformly sampled on the wavenumber

domain as at the transmitter and receiver side [8], respectively,

as

(kx, ky) = (
2πmx

LT,x

,
2πmy

LT,y

), (κx, κy) = (
2πlx
LR,x

,
2πly
LR,y

), (3)

where (mx,my) and (lx, ly) are given as

εT = {(mx,my) ∈ Z
2 : (

2πmx

LT,x

)2 + (
2πmy

LT,y

)2 ≤ k2}, (4)

εR = {(lx, ly) ∈ Z
2 : (

2πlx
LR,x

)2 + (
2πly
LR,y

)2 ≤ k2}. (5)

Hence, the spatial-domain channel H can be transformed into

the wavenumber domain as

H =
√

(NTNR)ΦRHaΦ
H
T , (6)

where the wavenumber-domain channel response Ha ∈
CnR×nT represents the coupling between each pair of planar

waves at the transmitter side and the receiver side defined

in (3). Terms nT and nR are the cardinality of εT and εR,

respectively. Because of the spatial stationarity and Gaussian

distribution, each element of Ha satisfies

Ha(mx,my; lx, ly) ∼ CN (0, σ2(mx,my; lx, ly)), (7)

where σ2(mx,my; lx, ly) is the coupling coefficient between

the pair of planar waves. Terms ΦT ∈ CNT×nT and ΦR ∈
C

NR×nR are transform matrices that map the spatial domain

to the wavenumber domain and are denoted as

ΦT (i;mx,my) =
1√
NT

e−j(kxsx,i+kysy,i+kzsz,i), (8)

ΦR(j; lx, ly) =
1√
NR

e−j(κxrx,j+κyry,j+κzrz,j), (9)

where kx, ky, κx, κy are defined in (3). The term kz =
√

k2 − k2x − k2y and κz =
√

k2 − κ2
x − κ2

y . (sx,i, sy,i, sz,i)

and (rx,j , ry,j , rz,j) denote the position of the i-th element of

the transmit array and the j-th element of the receive array,

respectively. The wavenumber-domain channel representation

Ha extract channel responses towards different directions

via Fourier transform mathematically, which is exploited in

the analysis in Section III. Besides, because nT and nR is

irrelevant to NT and NR, the dimension of Ha depends on the

antenna aperture, rather than the number of antenna elements1.

Note that coupling coefficients σ2, as the variance of

the wavenumber-domain channel representation, indicate the

channel gain distribution in the wavenumber domain and can

be used to derive ergodic channel capacity of the XL-MIMO.

For the isotropic scattering Rayleigh Fading channel, the joint

angle distribution of multipath at the transmit side and the re-

ceive side are separate. Therefore, the average angular transfer

power between the transmit and receive sides is constant [8].

In this way, the coupling coefficient is separable and can be

decomposed as the multiplication of the transmitter coupling

coefficient σ2
T (mx,my) and the receiver coupling coefficient

σ2
R(lx, ly), i.e., σ2(mx,my; lx, ly) = σ2

T (mx,my)σ
2
R(lx, ly).

Thus, the wavenumber-domain channel can be expressed as

[8] Ha = diag(σR)Hwdiag(σT ), where each element of

Hw ∼ CN (0, 1). If the channel is unknown to the transmitter,

the transmit power is allocated uniformly to each data stream,

i.e., Q = 1
nT

ΦT InT
ΦH

T . Hence, the ergodic channel capacity

in (2) is rewritten as

C = E{
ηu
∑

i=1

log2(1 +
NTNR

nTµ2
τi(Hwdiag(σT ⊙ σT )

×HH
w diag(σR ⊙ σR)))}, (10)

where ⊙ denotes the inner product, and (σT ⊙σT ) ∈ CnT×1

and (σR ⊙ σR) ∈ CnR×1 collect all the coupling coefficients

σ2
T (mx,my) and σ2

R(lx, ly) of the transmitter and the receiver,

respectively. By considering the cardinality of εT and εR

defined in (4) and (5), ηu is given by

ηu = min{⌊πLT,xLT,y

λ2
⌋, ⌊πLR,xLR,y

λ2
⌋}, (11)

which is the upper bound of EDoF [8]. Based on (10), both

the number of antenna elements and the aperture size of

antenna arrays have an effect on the channel capacity, which

is consistent with [11].

1In contrast, spatial-domain channel representation H can lead to a huge
matrix dimensions brought by the decreased element spacing.
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III. WAVENUMBER-DOMAIN COUPLING COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we first define the directivity-aware cou-

pling coefficients σR,σT and analyze the EDoF given the

uneven distribution of coupling coefficients in the wavenum-

ber domain. Next, we elaborate on how to obtain coupling

coefficients through a numerical method.
A. Influence of Directivity on Coupling Coefficients

Since the antenna’s radiation pattern is directional in reality,

antenna arrays have different EM responses towards different

propagation directions. Consequently, the existence of antenna

directivity should be reflected in the calculation of coupling

coefficients in (7). Here, the calculation of directivity-aware

coupling coefficients2 σ2
T (mx,my) is given as

σ2
T (mx,my) =

∫∫

ΩT (mx,my)

p(θT , φT )G(θT , φT )dθT dφT ,

(12)

where p(θT , φT ) denotes the angle distribution of the mul-

tipath and G(θT , φT ) denotes the radiation pattern of the

antenna element. We set kx = sin(θT ) cos(φT ), ky =
sin(θT ) sin(φT ), so that the integral region ΩT (mx,my) is

transformed from the angular domain to the wavenumber

domain normalized by the wavenumber k and is given as

KT (mx,my) = {(kx, ky) ∈ R
2|mxλ

LT,x

≤ kx ≤ (mx + 1)λ

LT,x

,

myλ

LT,y

≤ ky ≤ (my + 1)λ

LT,y

, kx
2
+ ky

2 ≤ 1}. (13)

Below we show an example of how the antenna directivity

affects the coupling coefficients. The antenna directivity is

given as

G(θT , φT ) = cosm(θT ), 0 ≤ θT ≤ π/2, 0 ≤ φT ≤ 2π, (14)

where m ≥ 0 is the antenna directivity coefficient. This

case represents a sufficiently general antenna radiation pattern

model [10].
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Fig. 2. Distribution of coupling coefficients for different cases of m.

Theorem 1. For antenna elements that satisfy (14) in

the isotropic scattering Rayleigh fading channel, coupling

coefficient σ2
T (mx,my) is given as

σ2
T (mx,my) =

1

2π

∫∫

KT (mx,my)

(1− k
2

x − k
2

y)
m−1

2

dkxdky .

(15)

Proof: For the isotropic scattering environment in the half-

space above the antenna array, the angle distribution function

is given as [12]

p(θT , φT ) =
sin(θT )

2π
, 0 ≤ θT ≤ π/2, 0 ≤ φT ≤ 2π. (16)

2The analysis also applies to coupling coefficients at the receiver side.

The integral variables in (12) are changed from dθT dφT to

dkxdky based on the Jacobian matrix, which is

|∂(θT , φT )

∂(kx, ky)
| = (kx

2
+ ky

2
)
−0.5

(1− kx
2 − ky

2
)
−0.5

. (17)

The angle distribution function and the antenna radiation

pattern in the wavenumber domain are given as

p(kx, ky) =

√

kx
2
+ ky

2

2π
,G(kx, ky) = (1− kx

2 − ky
2
)

m
2

.

(18)

The proof is completed by substituting (18) into the equation

of coupling coefficients calculation (12). �

Remark 1. According to Theorem 1, we show the effect of

antenna directivity in Fig. 2. When m = 0, i.e., hypothetical

antenna elements with G = 1 for all directions are considered,

we have a bowl-shape distribution of coupling coefficients.

The case when m = 1 indicating a uniform coupling coeffi-

cients in the wavenumber domain, σ2
T (mx,my) =

λ2

2πLT,xLT,y

as long as the integral region in (13) does not intersect with

the circle defined by kx
2
+ ky

2
= 1. When m > 1, the

coupling coefficient reaches the maximum at the center of the

wavenumber domain.

According to the equivalent circuit theory [13], the change

in element spacing d results in modified RLC equivalent circuit

and consequently affects the radiation pattern G. Therefore,

it can be inferred that antenna arrays with various element

spacing can give rise to different coupling coefficients and

wavenumber-domain channel responses.

B. EDoF Analysis via Coupling Coefficients

Note that coupling coefficients are evenly distributed in the

wavenumber domain only when antenna elements satisfying

G(θ, φ) = cos(θ) in the isotropic scattering Rayleigh fading

channel. Since the coupling coefficient is the channel gain

from the transmitter to receiver at a certain propagation direc-

tion [8], the uneven distribution of coupling coefficients indi-

cates high channel gain only at a restricted range of directions

in space, i.e., a subarea of the wavenumber domain, leading

to a limited number of available communication modes.

Therefore, considering the general case of an uneven distri-

bution of coupling coefficients, the calculation of EDoF, which

is denoted as ηe, based on the statistical information of the

wavenumber domain channel is given as
∑ηe,R

i=1 σ2
R,i

∑nR

i=1 σ
2
R,i

≥ γ,

∑ηe,T

i=1 σ2
T,i

∑nT

i=1 σ
2
T,i

≥ γ, (19)

ηe = min{ηe,R, ηe,T }, (20)

where γ < 1 is a threshold to ensure that all dominant coupling

coefficients are included in the calculation of ηe.

The upper bound for the EDoF, i.e., ηu given in (11), is

the total number of wavenumber-domain coupling coefficients.

Differently, ηe is the number of large coupling coefficients.

By introducing such an EDoF definition, the coupling coef-

ficients with small values are excluded since they represent

electromagnetic (EM) responses with low channel gains in the

wavenumber domain unable to transmit information at a high

data rate. Besides, a similar result of channel capacity can
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be obtained by replacing ηu in (10) with ηe, further showing

that EDoF matches the number of orthogonal communication

modes for effective data transmission, which will be demon-

strated in Section IV.

C. Numerical method to Obtain Coupling Coefficients

In reality, the analytical expression of the antenna radiation

pattern is intractable because of the complicated antenna

design. In this way, (σT ⊙ σT ) defined in (12) cannot be

derived from directly calculating the integral. Therefore, we

provide a EM-simulation-based method to obtain coupling

coefficients (EMCC), which primarily includes three steps.

First, we obtain the numerical result of antenna directivity

via full-wave simulation. Second, we simulate the random

spatial-domain channel with the antenna directivity and obtain

the wavenumber-domain channel using the LS method. Third,

we perform the normal distribution fitting with the simulated

wavenumber-domain channel to obtain coupling coefficients.

i. Numerical Radiation Pattern Simulation. Obtain the

numerical result of the antenna realized gain using full-

wave simulation software such as CST, where the simu-

lation boundary is set as unit cell. In this way, the mutual

coupling effect between elements is simulated [10].

ii. Wavenumber-domain Channel Simulation. The channel

of the antenna element at location (x, y) on the transmit

array is given as3

h(x, y) =
1√
S

S
∑

s=1

√

G(θT,s, φT,s)e
i(kx,sx+ky,sy), (21)

where S is the number of multipaths, (θT,s, φT,s) is

the propagation direction of the s-th multipath, and

(kx,s, ky,s) are the wavevector of the s-th multipath.

(θT,s, φT,s) is sampled from the angle distribution func-

tion p(θT , φT ) in (16).

Note that the simulated spatial domain channel can be ap-

proximated with a finite number of wavenumber-domain

Fourier series [8], which is denoted as

h(x, y) ≈
∑∑

(mx,my)∈εT

ha(mx,my)e
j2π( xmx

LT,x
+

ymy
LT,y

)
,

(22)

where ha(mx,my) ∼ CN (0, 2σ2
T (mx,my)). Therefore,

(22) can be transformed into a linear equation system

Eh̃ = h, where h ∈ CNT×1 collects the spatial do-

main channel of each antenna element, E ∈ CNT×nT

collects the coefficients e
j2π( xmx

LT,x
+

ymy
LT,y

)
for each antenna

element’s position and each (mx,my) ∈ εT . Note that

NT > nT for d ≤ λ/2, h̃ ∈ CnT×1 collecting all h̃mx,my

is given with the LS method as

h̃ = (EHE)−1EHh. (23)

iii. Distribution Fitting. Step 2 is performed I times

to obtain a series of wavenumber-domain channels

{h̃1, h̃2, ...h̃I}. The normal distribution fitting is then

performed to obtain the variance 2σ2
T (mx,my), i.e., the

coupling coefficients.

3We mainly consider the small-scale fading effect in this paper for simplic-
ity. The large-scale fading does not affect the pattern of coupling coefficient
distribution and EDoF of the XL-MIMO system.
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Fig. 3. Coupling Coefficients of different sizes of antenna array.

Based on the obtained coupling coefficients σ2
T (mx,my)

and σ2
R(lx, ly), we can calculate the ergodic channel capacity

via (10) and the EDoF via (19) and (20).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we first show the effectiveness of proposed

EMCC in obtaining coupling coefficients. Next, we discuss

the effect of different antenna types and element spacing on

coupling coefficients, EDoF, and ergodic channel capacity.

Three types of antennas arrays, which are a 26GHz RIS

[4]4, a 2.4GHz dipole antenna array, and a 3GHz patch

antenna array, are used as examples for simulation. An antenna

array with elements satisfying hypothetical radiation pattern

G(θ, φ) = 1, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2, 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2π is also considered for

comparison. Element spacing larger than half wavelength is

not considered to avoid the grating lobe effect [10]. The size

of the transmit and receive arrays are both set as 10λ× 10λ.

Fig.3 shows the coupling coefficients σ2
T for different sizes

of antenna arrays. To verify the proposed EMCC method, the

hypothetical antenna element with G(θ, φ) = 1 is applied

so that σ2
T is obtained via both theoretical analysis in (15)

and EMCC for comparison. First, σ2
T obtained by two meth-

ods match each other, which validates the proposed EMCC

method. Besides, σ2
T decreases as the array size scales up. This

is because the wavenumber domain region KT (mx,my) that

is integrated over in (15) to obtain σ2
T (mx,my) is inversely

proportional to the aperture size.

Fig. 4 illustrates the distribution of coupling coefficients in

the wavenumber domain for various antenna types and element

spacing. Distinct distributions are demonstrated because of the

difference in radiation patterns. Besides, the increase of ele-

ment spacing d drives the growth of coupling coefficients for

RIS, patch, and dipole antenna array because the realized gain

G increases and the mutual coupling effect between antenna

elements weakens. Moreover, since the mutual coupling effect

is omitted for the hypothetical antenna element, its distribution

coupling coefficients is irrelevant to element spacing.

Fig. 5 shows the EDoF vs. element spacing d for different

types of antennas. The solid curves are obtained with (19)

and (20) using the statistical information of the wavenumber-

domain channel. The dotted curves are deterministic results

via performing SVD to the MIMO channel and counting

the number of dominant singular values [7]. As illustrated

by Fig. 5, RIS reach a larger EDoF than patch or dipole

antenna array with an increased d, because distribution of

4Since the analysis of coupling coefficients focuses on the channel between
the antenna and scatterers in the wireless environment, the analysis applies to
both passive RIS and active RIS [14].
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coupling coefficients of RIS is more even than patch and

dipole, as shown in Fig. 4. Besides, it can be observed that

EDoF calculated based on the statistical information of the

channel is consistent with the deterministic results, indicating

that the proposed method to calculate the EDoF can describe

the number of communication modes accurately.

Fig. 6 shows the ergodic channel capacity vs. element

spacing based on (10) for different types of antennas. The

relationship between ergodic channel capacity and the element

spacing varies with antenna type. For the antenna array with

hypothetical antenna element and the patch antenna array, the

decrease in element spacing leads to an increase in channel

capacity. For the dipole antenna array, the maximum ergodic

channel capacity is reached when element spacing is 0.5λ.

For RIS, 0.4375λ is the optimal element spacing to reach

the maximum ergodic channel capacity, which is close to

the element design in [4], where a 0.434λ element spacing

is adopted. Moreover, the dotted curves and the solid curves

are in good agreement, which indicates that the number of

communication modes with effective data transmitting ability

matches EDoF well.
V. CONCLUSION

In this letter, considering the existence of antenna directivity,

we investigated the EDoF and the channel capacity of the XL-

MIMO via the analysis of directivity-aware coupling coeffi-

cients in the wavenumber domain, given the isotropic scatter-

ing Rayleigh-fading channel. Based on the theoretical analysis

and simulation results, we drew the following conclusions.

First, theoretical EDoF calculated based on the directivity-

aware coupling coefficients, which revealed the statistical

information of wavenumber-domain channel, matched well

with the simulated EDoF result. Second, an even distribution

of coupling coefficients led to a large EDoF. A RIS could

achieve a higher EDoF than the considered dipole and patch

antenna arrays when RIS had an evener coupling coefficient

distribution. Third, both the antenna type and element spacing

affected the antenna directivity, leading to the change of

channel capacity.
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