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Low-Complexity On-Grid Channel Estimation for
Partially-Connected Hybrid XL-MIMO
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Abstract—This paper addresses the challenge of channel es-
timation in extremely large-scale multiple-input multiple-output
(XL-MIMO) systems, pivotal for the advancement of 6G com-
munications. XL-MIMO systems, characterized by their vast
antenna arrays, necessitate accurate channel state information
(CSI) to leverage high spatial multiplexing and beamforming
gains. However, conventional channel estimation methods for
near-field XL-MIMO encounter significant computational com-
plexity due to the exceedingly high parameter quantization levels
needed for estimating the parametric near-field channel. To
address this, we propose a low-complexity two-stage on-grid
channel estimation algorithm designed for near-field XL-MIMO
systems. The first stage focuses on estimating the LoS channel
component while treating the NLoS paths as interference. This
estimation is accomplished through an alternating subarray-
wise array gain maximization (ASAGM) approach based on the
piecewise outer product model (SOPM). In the second stage, we
estimate the NLoS channel component by utilizing the sensing
matrix refinement-based orthogonal matching pursuit (SMR-
OMP) algorithm. This approach helps reduce the high computa-
tional complexity associated with large-dimensional joint sensing
matrices. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of
our proposed low-complexity method, showcasing its significant
superiority over existing near-field XL-MIMO channel estimation
techniques, particularly in intermediate and high SNR regimes,
and in practical scenarios involving arbitrary array placements.

Index Terms—Extremely large-scale MIMO, near-field, chan-
nel estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) is a pivotal tech-
nology that significantly enhances the performance of 5G,
offering substantial gains through high spatial multiplexing
and beamforming [1]. However, conventional MIMO configu-
rations may fall short of meeting the stringent performance
demands expected with the advent of 6G [2]. To address
these challenges, recent advancements have led to the devel-
opment of extremely large-scale MIMO (XL-MIMO), which
utilizes much larger antenna arrays compared to traditional
MIMO systems, specifically designed to meet these evolving
requirements [3]. Moreover, the availability of abundant band-
width at high-frequency ranges has accelerated the adoption
of mmWave and sub-terahertz bands [4]. As a result, high-
frequency XL-MIMO communication techniques are emerging
as a critical enabler for 6G communications.

Due to the significant power consumption and high hard-
ware costs, a fully digital architecture that assigns a dedicated
radio frequency (RF) chain to each antenna is impractical for
XL-MIMO systems. As a result, a hybrid MIMO architecture
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has become a popular choice for XL-MIMO, connecting a
limited number of RF chains to a much larger array of antennas
[5], [6]. Among hybrid MIMO configurations, the partially-
connected architecture, where each RF chain is linked to only
a subset of antennas, has garnered increasing attention for
its reduced hardware complexity [7], [8]. Related research
indicates that this architecture can achieve improved power
efficiency with minimal performance trade-offs and, in some
cases, even enhanced performance when considering factors
such as power dissipation and nonlinear distortion [9], [10].
Thus, the partially-connected hybrid architecture is gaining
recognition as a practical and efficient solution for implement-
ing XL-MIMO systems.

To harness the spatial multiplexing and beamforming gains
facilitated by MIMO architecture, the acquisition of precise
channel state information (CSI) is essential. Substantial re-
search has focused on MIMO channel estimation, predom-
inantly based on the far-field channel model [11], [12].
However, as the antenna aperture area increases, the pla-
nar wavefront assumption inherent in the far-field channel
model becomes invalid, making these conventional methods
unsuitable for XL-MIMO. To address this challenge, recent
advancements in channel estimation literature have introduced
channel model based on spherical wave propagation, i.e., near-
field channel.

The spherical wave model can be divided into two types:
the non-uniform spherical wave model (NUSWM) [13] and
the uniform spherical wave model (USWM) [14]. As the
array dimension increases further, the NUSWM provides a
more accurate representation by accounting for variations
in the received signal power across the antenna elements.
On the other hand, in the USWM, it is assumed that the
received signal power is uniform across all antenna elements
to simplify the channel model. While the USWM is more
analytically tractable than the NUSWM, its complex phase
term still presents challenges in model analysis. To address
this, Fresnel approximation with uniform power assumption
[15] is widely employed for near-field MIMO systems [16]–
[19]. Following the terminology in [18], we refer to the
wavefront model derived from the Fresnel approximation as
the parabolic wavefront model.

Recent studies on near-field XL-MIMO channel estimation
can be classified into two categories based on antenna con-
figurations: those where either the transmitter or receiver is
equipped with a single antenna, referred to as multiple-input
single-output (MISO), and those where both the transmitter
and receiver are equipped with multiple antennas, referred to
as MIMO. For MISO systems, the Fraunhofer distance (FD)
[20] is commonly used as a criterion to distinguish between
the far-field and the parabolic wavefront model-based near-
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field regions of the MISO channel. For example, in a MISO
system operating at a carrier frequency of 60 GHz, where
the transmitter is equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA)
comprising 256 antennas with half-wavelength spacing, the
FD is approximately 163 meters. Consequently, the near-field
region encompasses a significant portion of conventional cell
coverage areas. This has spurred extensive research into near-
field channel estimation methods based on the USWM or the
parabolic wavefront model for MISO systems [21]–[24] with
the assumption that the communication distance is sufficiently
large to disregard variations in received signal power.

The authors of [21] proposed a channel estimation method
for near-field MISO systems, utilizing a subarray-wise ap-
proach to mitigate the computational complexity associated
with large-dimensional near-field array steering vectors. In
[22], a polar domain dictionary was developed for the sparse
representation of the near-field channel, facilitating the use of
a compressive sensing (CS) approach to efficiently estimate
channel parameters and gains. Building on this, [23] intro-
duced a joint dictionary learning and sparse recovery method
based on a distance-parameterized angular domain dictionary,
which addresses the dimensionality challenges of the polar
domain dictionary introduced in [22]. Additionally, [24] pro-
posed a pilot signal design method aimed at minimizing the
mutual coherence of the sensing matrix based on the polar
domain dictionary and Bayesian matching pursuit for hybrid
near and far-field channels.

While numerous studies have focused on near-field MISO
channel estimation, it is important to note that MISO config-
urations are unable to fully exploit the spatial multiplexing
and beamforming advantages inherent in MIMO architecture.
However, research on near-field MIMO channel estimation
remains limited, primarily due to the high dimensionality and
complexity of the channel model. Specifically, while a non-
line-of-sight (NLoS) channel can be accurately represented
as the outer product of the existing near-field array steering
vectors developed for MISO systems, this approach does
not directly extend to LoS channels. To address this, [25]
proposed a two-stage channel estimation method where the
geometric parameters of the NUSWM-based LoS channel is
estimated under the maximum likelihood criterion, followed
by NLoS channel estimation using the CS technique. However,
the channel model considered in [25] is limited to scenarios
where the transmit and receive antenna arrays lie in the same
plane, which undermines its practicality. Furthermore, the
estimation algorithm in [25] suffers from prohibitively high
computational complexity due to its excessively large param-
eter quantization level for the LoS channel and the dictionaries
representing the near-field array steering vectors for the NLoS
channel. On the other hand, [26] proposed a unified LoS
and NLoS sparse channel representation, employing parabolic
wavefront model and polar domain dictionaries for CS-based
estimation. However, this approach faces challenges due to the
excessively high dimensionality of the polar domain dictionary
in XL-MIMO systems. Additionally, the inclusion of extra
parameters, driven by the intricate nature of the LoS channel
model, further increases the dimension of the dictionary. In
contrast, [27] proposed a low-complexity subarray-wise chan-

nel estimation method based on the CS technique for partially-
connected MIMO architecture. However, their approach does
not account for the relationships between the channel sub-
matrices corresponding to different subarrays, resulting in the
compromised estimation accuracy.

To develop an accurate yet low-complexity channel estima-
tion method for practical near-field partially-connected hybrid
XL-MIMO, we introduce the subarray-wise outer product
model (SOPM), which enables an accurate outer product
representation of the channel matrix between each transmit
and receive subarray. We first analyze the validity range of
the SOPM—referred to as the subarray-wise outer product
distance (SOPD)—by examining the phase error of the SOPM
compared to the USWM. Building on this foundation, we
propose a two-stage on-grid channel estimation algorithm.
Specifically, to leverage the distinct characteristics of the LoS
and NLoS channel models, we first estimate the LoS channel
while treating the NLoS channel as interference. Afterward,
we estimate the NLoS channel by removing the influence of
the previously estimated LoS component. The contributions of
this paper are summarized as follows.

• We introduce a new SOPM to approximate the LoS
channel matrix. In this model, the complicated phase
terms of the parabolic wavefront mode, which depend on
both the transmit and receive antenna indices, are approx-
imated with reasonable accuracy as a sum of terms that
depend on either the transmit or receive antenna index
separately. This simplification allows us to represent the
channel submatrices as the well-studied outer product of
array steering vectors, enabling the application of simple
signal processing methods. Furthermore, we propose the
subarray-wise outer product distance (SOPD) to identify
the regions where the LoS channel can be accurately
modeled using the SOPM.

• Building on the structured nature of SOPM, we de-
velop a low-complexity LoS channel estimation al-
gorithm tailored for near-field partially-connected XL-
MIMO systems. Rather than relying on computationally
prohibitive high-dimensional parameter searches, we in-
troduce the alternating subarray-wise array gain max-
imization (ASAGM) framework. This method decom-
poses the challenging estimation task into multiple low-
dimensional subproblems based on SOPM, enabling an
efficient iterative approach that maximizes the correlation
between received pilot signals and array steering vectors.
This reduction in parameter dimensionality not only al-
leviates computational complexity but also enables the
use of higher parameter quantization levels, resulting in
enhanced estimation performance.

• We propose a sensing matrix refinement-based orthogonal
matching pursuit (SMR-OMP) algorithm for estimating
the NLoS channel with dramatically reduces dictionary
quantization complexity. After isolating and removing the
LoS component using SOPM, we leverage a two-step
refinement strategy: (i) using an enhanced simultaneous
OMP (SOMP) algorithm to coarsely detect support sets
for transmit and receive dictionaries separately and (ii)
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constructing a refined joint dictionary based on these
detected supports. This approach mitigates the com-
putational burden of high-dimensional joint dictionary
searches, significantly improving both efficiency and ac-
curacy.

• Extensive simulations confirm that our proposed frame-
work, underpinned by the novel SOPM channel model,
substantially outperforms existing near-field XL-MIMO
channel estimation techniques [25], [26] and the polar-
domain dictionary-based OMP method [22]. Our method
achieves superior estimation accuracy in intermediate and
high SNR regimes, while maintaining drastically lower
computational complexity. These gains are particularly
pronounced in real-world deployments with arbitrary ar-
ray placements.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the preliminaries, including the system model and
the LoS channel models based on the spherical wavefront, the
parabolic wavefront, and the SOPM, as well as the NLoS
channel model. Section III details the proposed two-stage
channel estimation method, which comprises ASAGM for
LoS channel estimation and SMR-OMP for NLoS channel
estimation. Section IV provides simulation results, followed
by the conclusion in Section V.

Notations: Boldface uppercase, boldface lowercase, and
normal face lowercase letters represent matrices, vectors, and
scalars, respectively. The transpose, conjugate, and conjugate
transpose of X are represented by XT , X∗, XH , respectively.
X† = (XHX)−1XH denotes the pseudo inverse of matrix
with linearly independent columns. The Euclidean norm of
x is given by ∥x∥, and the Frobenius norm of X is ∥X∥F.
The vectorization of a matrix X is denoted as vec(X),
while invec(x) indicates the inverse vectorization process. A
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variable with
mean µ and variance σ2 is represented as N (µ, σ2). The
Hadamard product and the Kronecker product of X and Y
are denoted by X⊙Y and X⊗Y, respectively. The N ×N
identity matrix and the N × M zero matrix are denoted by
IN and 0N×M , respectively. The ith column and the (i, j)th
entry of X are represented as [X]:,i and [X]i,j , respectively.
blkdiag(X1, . . . ,XN ) returns a block diagonal matrix with
X1, . . . ,XN on the main diagonal.

II. SYSTEM AND CHANNEL MODELS

In this section, we elaborate on the signal model of the near-
field XL-MIMO system and the LoS channel model based
on the non-uniform spherical wave model (NUSWM), the
uniform spherical wave model (USWM), and the parabolic
wavefront model, respectively. Next, we propose the subarray-
wise outer product model (SOPM) for the LoS channel, and
review the existing NLoS channel model.

A. System Model

We consider a single-carrier partially-connected hybrid
MIMO architecture with Nr receive and Nt transmit antennas
as shown in Fig. 1. The receiver and the transmitter are
equipped with uniform linear array (ULA) with Kr and Kt

Baseband 

processor

RF chain

RF chain Subarray

Subarray 0

Fig. 1. An illustration of partially-connected hybrid architecture.

RF chains, respectively, where each receive and transmit RF
chain is connected to a disjoint subarray of Nr,s =

Nr

Kr
receive

and Nt,s = Nt

Kt
transmit antennas, respectively. The antenna

spacing is d = λ/2, where λ represents the carrier wavelength.
We represent the channel between receiver and transmitter as
H ∈ CNr×Nt . Using Mr receive and Mt transmit beams, the
received signal Y ∈ CMr×Mt is written as

Y = WHHF+WHN, (1)

where W ∈ CNr×Mr , F ∈ CNt×Mt , and N ∈ CNr×Mt

represent the analog combining and precoding matrices, and
additive white Gaussian noise whose elements are independent
and follow CN (0, σ2

w), respectively. Representing the number
of receive and transmit beams for each subarray as Mr,s =

Mr

Kr

and Mt,s =
Mt

Kt
, the partially-connected analog combining and

precoding matrices are represented as

W = blkdiag(W̃0, . . . ,W̃Kr−1) ∈ CNr×Mr , (2)

F = blkdiag(F̃0, . . . , F̃Kt−1) ∈ CNt×Mt , (3)

where W̃i ∈ CNr,s×Mr,s and F̃j ∈ CNt,s×Mt,s denote the
combining and precoding matrices of the ith transmit and the
jth receive subarrays, for i = 1, . . . ,Kr, j = 1, . . . ,Kt. Since
the analog combiner and precoder are implemented via phase
shifters, their matrices satisfy the constant modulus constraint
|[W̃i]m,n| = 1

Nr,s
and |[F̃j ]m,n| = 1

Nt,s
for m = 1, . . . , Nr

and n = 1, . . . , Nt.

B. LoS Channel Model
1) Spherical Wave Model: To accurately reflect the spher-

ical wavefront with non-uniform power received by each
antenna element, the NUSWM-based LoS channel between
the mth receive and the nth transmit antenna is expressed as

[HNUSWM
LoS ]m,n =

ǧ

rm,n
e−j 2π

λ rm,n , (4)

for m = 1, . . . , Nr, n = 1, . . . , Nt, where ǧ denotes the
small scale channel gain and rm,n is the distance between
the mth receive and the nth transmit antenna. This distance is
represented as

rm,n=
[
(R+ δr,msin θrcosϕr − δt,n sin θt)

2

+ (δr,msin θrsinϕr)
2 + (δr,mcos θr − δt,ncos θt)

2
]1/2

,

(5)
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Scatterer
Transmitter

Receiver

Fig. 2. Illustration of transmit and receive ULAs and its coordinate system.

where R is the distance between the reference receive and
transmit antennas, θr and θt are the elevation angles of the
receive and transmit antenna arrays, respectively, and ϕr is
the azimuth angle of the receive antenna array, as illustrated
in Fig.2. Here, δr,m = (m− Nr+1

2 )d and δt,n = (n− Nt+1
2 )d.

Note that for arbitrary placement of the transmit and receive
arrays, a coordinate system can be constructed in which the
azimuth angle of the transmit array is set to zero. Conse-
quently, their relative positions are completely characterized
by the three aforementioned angles.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the USWM, [28] proposed
a distance criterion termed uniform power distance (UPD) to
identify communication distances at which the received signal
power does not vary significantly across antenna elements. The
UPD can be evaluated numerically and is typically small for
high-frequency XL-MIMO systems. In this paper, we consider
a XL-MIMO system where both the transmitter and receiver
are equipped with ULAs of Nr = Nt = 128 at fc = 60 with
half-wavelength spacing, to assess the validity of the channel
models. For instance, in the considered XL-MIMO system,
the upper bound of the UPD is approximately 12 meters
when the threshold for the power ratio is set to Γth = 0.9.
Consequently, the NUSWM becomes less relevant in such
scenarios. Hence, for simplicity and practicality in channel
modeling, we consider the USWM defined as

[HUSWM
LoS ]m,n =

ǧ

R
e−j 2π

λ rm,n , (6)

for m = 1, . . . , Nr, n = 1, . . . , Nt, where the received power
across antenna element is assumed to be identical.

2) Parabolic Wavefront Model: In the parabolic wavefront
model, rm,n in (5) is approximated to rparabolic

m,n based on
Fresnel approximation as

rparabolic
m,n =R+ δr,msin θrcosϕr − δt,nsin θt

+
(δr,msin θrsinϕr)

2 + (δr,mcos θr − δt,ncos θt)
2

2R
,

(7)

using a Taylor expansion
√
1 + x ≈ 1 + x

2 , and neglecting
terms much smaller than R in the denominator. For notational
simplicity, we rewrite (7) in terms of transformed parameters
{φr, αr, φt, αt, η} as

rparabolic
m,n =R+ δ2r,mαr−δ2t,nαt+δr,mφr−δt,nφt−ηδr,mδt,n,

(8)

where φr = sin θr cosϕr, φt = sin θt, αr =
1−φ2

r

2R ,
αt = − 1−φ2

t

2R , and η = cos θr cos θt
R . The validity of the

parabolic wavefront model can be verified using the results
from [18]. To define the communication distance within which
the modeling error of the parabolic wavefront model becomes
significant, we define the distance at which the largest phase
discrepancy between the USWM and the parabolic wavefront
model exceeds π/8 as parabolic distance. This approach is
analogous to the definition of the Fraunhofer distance (FD)
[20]. Fortunately, this distance is typically small, for example,
this distance is approximately 4.5 meters in the considered
XL-MIMO system. Thus, the parabolic wavefront model can
be effectively employed in the considered scenario.

To represent the parabolic wavefront model-based LoS
channel in matrix form, we define vectors of lengths Nr and
Nt as follows:

[ar(φ, α)]m = e−j 2π
λ (δr,mφ+δ2r,mα), (9)

[at(φ, α)]n = e−j 2π
λ (δt,nφ+δ2t,nα), (10)

for m = 1, . . . , Nr, n = 1, . . . , Nt. Then, the LoS channel ma-
trix based on the parabolic wavefront model can be expressed
as

Hparabolic
LoS = gar(φr, αr)at(φt, αt)

H ⊙Λ(η), (11)

where g = ǧ
Re−j 2π

λ R and Λ(η) represents a Nr × Nt

Vandermonde matrix whose (m,n)th entry is defined as

[Λ(η)]m,n = ej
2π
λ ηδr,mδt,n , (12)

for m = 1, . . . , Nr, n = 1, . . . , Nt. To evaluate the system
performance with respect to the SNR, we represent the squared
magnitude of the LoS path gain as |g|2 = κ/(1 + κ), where
κ is defined as the factor representing the power ratio of the
LoS and the NLoS paths.

The phase terms in the parabolic wavefront model, ex-
pressed up to the second order using the Fresnel approxima-
tion, enable an analytical representation of channel eigenvalues
and capacity [16], [17]. However, from the perspective of
channel estimation, the presence of the complex coupled phase
term −ηδr,mδt,n in (7), or equivalently Λ(η) in (11), poses a
significant challenge. It complicates the application of efficient
and robust channel estimation techniques that rely on the outer
product channel matrix model.

3) Subarray-Wise Outer Product Model (SOPM): To lever-
age the simplicity of the outer product-based channel model,
which enables straightforward dictionary design [11] and
tensor decomposition-based estimation [29], the parabolic
wavefront model-based LoS channel can be approximated as
an outer product of the receive and transmit array steering
vectors by neglecting Λ(η) in (11). However, in XL-MIMO
systems, the MIMO advanced Rayleigh distance (MIMO-
ARD) [25], which quantifies the distance boundary where the
outer product approximation remains valid, is typically large.
This boundary is defined as 4ArAt

λ , where Ar = (Nr−1)d and
At = (Nt − 1)d represent the aperture size of the receive and
transmit arrays, respectively. For example, in the considered
XL-MIMO system, the MIMO-ARD is approximately 81
meters. This implies that it typically covers significant portion
of the cell coverage. Therefore, simply neglecting the coupled
phase term severely deteriorates the performance in most
scenarios in XL-MIMO systems.
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To facilitate simpler signal processing based on an accurate
channel model, we instead propose the subarray-wise outer
product model (SOPM), where the coupled phase term can be
accurately approximated as a sum of terms dependent either on
transmit or receive antenna index due to the reduced aperture
of the subarrays. In this model, we approximate the coupled
distance term in (8), by utilizing the first-order bivariate Taylor
expansion xy ≈ xy + y(x− x) + x(y − y), as

ηδr,mδt,n ≈ η (νr,iνt,j + νt,j(δr,m − νr,i) + νr,i(δt,n − νt,j))

= η(νt,jδr,m + νr,iδt,n − νr,iνt,j), (13)

where i =
⌈

m
Nr,s

⌉
and j =

⌈
n

Nt,s

⌉
are the subarray

indices of the mth transmit and the nth receive antenna,
respectively, and νr,i = ((2i− 1)Nr,s −Nr) d/2 and νt,j =
((2j − 1)Nt,s −Nt) d/2 are the centroid of ith receive and
jth transmit subarray, respectively. Consequently, substituting
(13) into (8), the distance between the mth receive and the
nth transmit antenna based on the SOPM can be written as

rSOPM
m,n = R+δ2r,mαr−δ2t,nαt

+δr,m(φr−ηνt,j)−δt,n(φt+ηνr,i)+ηνr,iνt,j . (14)

Since rSOPM
m,n does not contain any coupled terms depending

both on m and n for antenna indices confined within a subar-
ray, i.e., (i−1)Nr,s < m ≤ iNr,s and (j−1)Nt,s < n ≤ jNt,s,
the LoS channel matrix based on the SOPM is expressed as

HSOPM
LoS =

 H̃SOPM
LoS,1,1 · · · H̃SOPM

LoS,1,Kt

...
. . .

...
H̃SOPM

LoS,Kr,1
· · · H̃SOPM

LoS,Kr,Kt

 , (15)

where the (i, j)th submatrix of size Nr,s ×Nt,s is defined as

H̃SOPM
LoS,i,j = g̃i,jSr,iar(ξr,j , αr)(St,jat(ξt,i, αt))

H , (16)

where g̃i,j = ge−j 2π
λ ηνr,iνt,j , Sr,i =

[0Nr,s×(i−1)Nr,s
, INr,s ,0Nr,s×(Kr−i)Nr,s

] ∈ CNr,s×Nr ,
St,j = [0Nt,s×(j−1)Nt,s

, INt,s
,0Nt,s×(Kt−j)Nt,s

] ∈ CNt,s×Nt ,
ξr,j = φr − ηνt,j , and ξt,i = φt + ηνr,i.

Now, to determine the region where the SOPM remains
valid, we first derive the worst case phase error of the SOPM
in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The maximum phase discrepancy between the
USWM in (6) and the SOPM at a communication distance
R is given by

∆ΦSOPM ≜ max
θr,θt,ϕr

max
m,n

2π

λ
|rm,n − rSOPM

m,n |

=
πAr,sAt,s

2Rλ
+O(Rp4), (17)

where p = Ar+At

2R , and Ar,s = (Nr,s − 1)d and At,s =
(Nt,s − 1)d represent the aperture of the receive and the
transmit subarray, respectively.

Proof. See Appendix A.

Grounded in the worst case phase error analysis, we intro-
duce the subarray-wise outer product distance (SOPD). This
distance is defined as the threshold at which the largest phase

discrepancy between the LoS channel based on the USWM
and the SOPM exceeds π/8. Neglecting the higher order phase
error terms, the SOPD is given by

RSOPD =
4Ar,sAt,s

λ
. (18)

Since the aperture of the subarrays can be set small, the SPOD
can be minimized by using subarrays with small apertures.

C. NLoS Channel Model
Unlike the LoS channel, the variation in received power

levels across each antenna due to the scatterer, i.e., the power
ratio, is used to evaluate the effectiveness of the USWM in
the NLoS channel. For instance, in the considered XL-MIMO
system, the upper bound of the UPD for the NLoS channel is
approximately 6 meters when the power ratio threshold is set
to Γth,NLoS = 0.9. Furthermore, since the parabolic distance
of the NLoS channel to/from the scatterer is approximately
1.6 meters—a relatively small value—the channel matrix for
each NLoS path can be modeled as the outer product of the
receive and transmit near-field steering vectors in (9) and (10)
[25]. Thus, the NLoS channel matrix, based on the Fresnel
approximation, HNLoS ∈ CNr×Nt , can be expressed as

HNLoS =

√
1

L

L∑
l=1

glar(ϱr,l, βr,l)at(ϱt,l, βt,l)
H , (19)

where L denotes the number of the NLoS paths, gl denotes
the complex channel gain of the lth NLoS path. ϱr,l = cos ρr,l
and ϱt,l = − cos ρt,l represent the linear phase terms, and

βr,l =
1−ϱ2

r,l

2Rr,l
and βt,l = − 1−ϱ2

t,l

2Rt,l
are the quadratic phase

terms of the receive and the transmit array steering vectors
where ρr,l, ρt,l, Rr,l, and Rt,l represent the angle of arrival, the
angle of departure, the distance between the receiver and the
scatterer, the distance between the transmitter and the scatterer
of the lth path, respectively, as shown in Fig. 2. The gain of the
NLoS paths satisfy gl ∼ CN (0, σ2

l ), for l = 1, . . . L, where
σ2
l = 1/(1 + κ) and κ is the factor representing the power

ratio of the LoS and the NLoS paths defined in Section II-B.

III. TWO-STAGE ON-GRID CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In this section, we propose a low-complexity two-stage
on-grid channel estimation algorithm. In the first stage, the
LoS channel component is estimated using the alternating
subarray-wise array gain maximization (ASAGM) based on
the SOPM, treating the NLoS paths as interference since
the channel gain of the LoS path is larger than that of the
NLoS path. This approach allows to reformulate the high-
complexity on-grid parameter search problem into several
low-dimensional array gain maximization subproblems. In the
second stage, after subtracting the estimated LoS component,
the NLoS channel component is estimated using the sensing
matrix refinement-based orthogonal matching pursuit (SMR-
OMP). This technique mitigates the computational complexity
associated with support detection based on a high-dimensional
joint dictionary by employing the simultaneous orthogonal
matching pursuit (SOMP) algorithm, which facilitates inde-
pendent support detection for the transmit and receive side
dictionaries.
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A. LoS Channel Estimation

Since the channel gain of the LoS path is larger than that
of the NLoS path, we first estimate the LoS channel. Treating
the NLoS channel component as interference, the estimation
problem of the LoS channel parameters can be reduced to an
on-grid parameter search problem (e.g. maximum likelihood
[25]). However, the complexity of solving this type of problem
is prohibitively large since it involves parameter estimation
of high dimension. To alleviate this issue, we propose refor-
mulating the high-dimensional parameter estimation problem
into iterative receive and transmit array gain maximization
subproblems with reduced parameter search dimension. To
this end, we represent the received signal of the ith receive
subarray from the tth transmit subarray Yi,j ∈ CMr,s×Mt,s as

Yi,j = W̃H
i H̃SOPM

LoS,i,jF̃j + W̃H
i Ni,j

= g̃i,jW̃
H
i Sr,iar(ξr,j , αr)(St,jat(ξt,i, αt))

HF̃j

+ W̃H
i Ni,j , (20)

where Ni,j = Sr,iNSH
t,j ∈ CNr,s×Mt,s .

Next, to enable correlation-based estimation in the presence
of colored noise, a noise-whitening procedure is first carried
out. The covariance matrix of the noise of the received signal
Yi,j is Ki = σ2

wW̃
H
i W̃i ∈ CMr,s×Mr,s . Using Cholesky

factorization, the covariance matrix is decomposed as Ki =
σ2
wLiL

H
i . Then, the whitened received signal is expressed as

Yi,j = L−1
i Yi,j

= g̃i,jL
−1
i W̃H

i Sr,iar(ξr,j , αr)(St,jat(ξt,i, αt))
HF̃j

+ L−1
i W̃H

i Ni,j

= g̃i,j ãr,i(ξr,j , αr)ãt,j(ξt,i, αt)
H +Ni,j , (21)

where ãr,i(ξr,j , α) = L−1
i W̃H

i Sr,iar(ξr,j , αr) ∈ CMr,s×1,
ãt,j(ξt,i, αt) = F̃H

j St,jat(ξt,i, αt) ∈ CMt×1, and Ni,j =

L−1
i W̃H

i Ni,j ∈ CMr,s×Mt,s is the white Gaussian noise whose
covariance matrix is K = σ2

wIMr,s

Then, we define the receive and transmit array gain between
the ith receive and the jth transmit subarrays as

γr,i,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr) = |ār,i(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr)
H ãr,i(ξr,j , αr)|, (22)

γt,i,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) = |āt,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt)
H ãt,j(ξt,i, αt)|, (23)

where ār,i(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr) =
ãr,i(ξ̄r,j ,ᾱr)

∥ãr,i(ξ̄r,j ,ᾱr)∥
, and āt,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) =

ãt,j(ξ̄t,i,ᾱt)

∥ãt,j(ξ̄t,i,ᾱt)∥
. Since the array gain is maximized when

(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr) = (ξr,j , αr) and (ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) = (ξt,i, αt), we can
estimate the parameters by identifying those that maxi-
mizes the array gain. Representing Gi,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr, ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) ≜
|ār,i(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr)

HYi,j āt,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt)| by the correlation between
the array steering vectors and the received signal of the ith
receive subarray from the jth transmit subarray, the noisy
observation of the sum of the array gain can be obtained as

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̄r,j , ξ̄t,i, ᾱr, ᾱt)

=

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

γr,i,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr)γt,i,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) + Ñi,j , (24)

We then cast the channel estimation problem as maximization
of the noisy measurement of the array gain written as

max
θ̄r,θ̄t,ϕ̄r,R̄

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̄r,j , ξ̄t,i, ᾱr, ᾱt) (25a)

s.t. ξ̄r,j = φ̄r − dη̄νt,j , (25b)
ξ̄t,i = φ̄t + dη̄νr,i. (25c)

As outlined previously, directly solving this problem is highly
complex since it involves searching a set of the parameters
of high dimension. Instead, we adopt an alternating approach
in which γr,i,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr) and γt,i,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt) are alternately
maximized. This approach is more susceptible to noise and
multipath interference compared to jointly estimating all pa-
rameters; however, it can perform effectively if the estimated
parameters gradually enhance array gain in each iteration.
Nonetheless, this method encounters challenges when alter-
nately updating the estimates of the parameters {φr, αr, η}
and {φt, αt, η} in (14), as γr,i,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr) and γt,i,j(ξ̄t,i, ᾱt)
are coupled through the parameter η̄, as shown in (25b) and
(25c). In addition to this coupling, the computational complex-
ity remains high, given that it involves a three-dimensional
parameter estimation problem. To cope with this, we propose
ASAGM method, which follows a two-step approach.

In the first step, the parameters {ξr, αr} and {ξt, αt} are
alternately estimated with the constraints (25b) and (25c)
temporarily removed, where ξr = {ξr,1, ξr,2, . . . , ξr,Kt

} and
ξt = {ξt,1, ξt,2, . . . , ξt,Kr} serve as auxiliary parameters.
Specifically, in τ th iteration, the parameters are updated as

{ξ̂
(τ)

r , α̂(τ)

r }=argmax
ξ̄r∈Qξr
ᾱr∈Qαr

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr, ξ̂
(τ−1)

t,i , α̂(τ−1)

t ),(26)

{ξ̂
(τ)

t , α̂(τ)

t }=argmax
ξ̄t∈Qξt
ᾱt∈Qαt

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̂
(τ)

r,j , α̂
(τ)

r , ξ̄t,i, ᾱt), (27)

where Q(·) represents the parameter quantization grid of (·).
The problems (26) and (27) are (Kr+1) and (Kt+1) dimen-
sional parameter estimation problems, respectively. However,
since the elements of ξr and ξt are independent, the problems
(26) and (27) can be equivalently rewritten as sequential pa-
rameter search problems of low dimension, where the elements
of ξr and ξt are separately estimated for given αr and αt.
Specifically, representing ξ̌(τ)

r,j (ᾱr) as the best estimate of ξr,j
for given ᾱr in τ th iteration, problem (26) can be reformulated
as a sequential parameter estimation problem as follows.

ξ̌(τ)

r,j (ᾱr) = argmax
ξ̄r,j∈Qξr,j

Kr∑
i=1

Gi,j(ξ̄r,j , ᾱr, ξ̂
(τ−1)

t,i , α̂(τ−1)

t ), (28)

for j = 1, . . . ,Kt, ∀ᾱr ∈ Qαr and

α̂(τ)

r =argmax
ᾱr∈Qαr

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̌
(τ)

r,j (ᾱr), ᾱr, ξ̂
(τ−1)

t,i , α̂(τ−1)

t ), (29)

ξ̂(τ)

r,j = ξ̌(τ)

r,j (α̂
(τ)

r ). (30)
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Subarray

Shrunk 

Fig. 3. A schematic diagram of the parameter search space.

Similarly, representing ξ̌(τ)

t,i (ᾱt) as the best estimate of ξt,i for
given ᾱt in τ th iteration, problem (27) can be recast as

ξ̌(τ)

t,i (ᾱt) = argmax
ξ̄t,i∈Qξt,i

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̂
(τ)

r,j , α̂
(τ)

r , ξ̄t,i, ᾱt), (31)

for i = 1, . . . ,Kr, ∀ᾱt ∈ Qαt
and

α̂(τ)

t = argmax
ᾱt∈Qαt

Kr∑
i=1

Kt∑
j=1

Gi,j(ξ̂
(τ)

r,j , α̂
(τ)

r , ξ̌(τ)

t,i (ᾱt), ᾱt), (32)

ξ̂(τ)

t,i = ξ̌(τ)

t,i (α̂
(τ)

t ). (33)

The first step is computationally efficient, as (28) and (31)
consist of Kr and Kt parallel one-dimensional parameter esti-
mation problems with respect to each ξr,j and ξt,i for all ᾱr ∈
Qαr

and ᾱt ∈ Qαt
, followed by one-dimensional parameter

estimation problem for αr and αt. A schematic diagram of the
parameter search space is illustrated in Fig. 3. Defining Titer as
the number of iterations, the set of the estimated parameters is
represented as {ξ̂r, α̂r, ξ̂t, α̂t} = {ξ̂

(Titer)

r , α̂
(Titer)
r , ξ̂

(Titer)

t , α̂
(Titer)

t }.
It is noteworthy that the first step of the ASAGM method
converges since the objective value is non-decreasing during
each array gain maximization steps (26) and (27).

Although the estimates of the auxiliary parameters {ξ̂r, ξ̂t}
are obtained with low complexity in the first step, the con-
straints (25b) and (25c) were relaxed during their estimation.
To incorporate these constraints into the estimation process,
we estimate the parameters {φr, φt, η} in the second step
by solving a linear regression problem to ensure that the
original parameters of interest fit the linear relation of the
estimated {ξ̂r, ξ̂t}. Specifically, the linear regression problem
is formulated by minimizing the sum of the squared error as

{φ̂r, φ̂t, η̂}

= argmin
φr,φt,η

(
Kr∑
i=1

|ξ̂t,i−φt−dηνr,i|2+
Kt∑
j=1

|ξ̂r,j−φr+dηνt,j |2
)
.

(34)

The solution of this problem can be easily obtained, as the
squared error is a quadratic function of the parameters.

Finally, based on the estimated parameters
{φ̂r, α̂r, φ̂t, α̂t, η̂} and the channel model in (11), we
estimate the channel gain by solving the least squares
problem represented as

min
g

∥Y − gWH
(
ar(φ̂r, α̂r)at(φ̂t, α̂t)

H ⊙Λ(η̂)
)
F∥2F. (35)

Algorithm 1 LoS Channel Estimation Algorithm

Inputs: Whitened received signal Y, combiner matrix W,
precoder matrix F, parameter quantization grids Qξr

,
Qαr , Qξt

, and Qαt .
1: for τ ∈ {1, . . . , Titer} do
2: Update ξ̌(τ)

r,j (ᾱr), j = 1, . . . ,Kt, ∀ᾱr ∈ Qαr
, via (28).

3: Update α̂(τ)
r via (29).

4: Update ξ̌(τ)

t,i (ᾱt), i = 1, . . . ,Kr, ∀ᾱt ∈ Qαt
, via (31).

5: Update α̂(τ)
r via (32).

6: end for
7: {ξ̂r, α̂r, ξ̂t, α̂t} = {ξ̂

(Titer)

r , α̂
(Titer)
r , ξ̂

(Titer)

t , α̂
(Titer)

t }
8: Obtain {φ̂r, φ̂t, η̂} via (34).
9: Obtain {ĝ} via (35).

10: ĤLoS = ĝar(φ̂r, α̂r)at(φ̂t, α̂t)
H ⊙Λ(η̂).

Output: ĤLoS

Representing the estimated channel gain as ĝ, the estimated
LoS channel matrix is represented as

ĤLoS = ĝar(φ̂r, α̂r)at(φ̂t, α̂t)
H ⊙Λ(η̂). (36)

The proposed LoS channel estimation is summarized in
Algorithm 1. A detailed analysis of the computational com-
plexity will be provided in Section III-C.

B. NLoS Channel Estimation

We start by representing the received signal with the esti-
mated LoS component subtracted as

YNLoS = Y −WHĤLoSF. (37)

Since the number of scattered paths composing the NLoS
channel is usually small in the XL-MIMO systems operating
at high frequencies, the NLoS channel can be efficiently
estimated via sparse signal recovery method. To facilitate this
based on the sparse representation of the NLoS channel, we
leverage the polar domain receive and transmit side dictionary
[22] of size Nr ×QDr

and Nt ×QDt
defined as

Dr =
[
ar(φ̄r,0, ᾱr,0), . . . ,ar(φ̄r,QDr−1, ᾱr,QDr−1)

]
, (38)

Dt =
[
at(φ̄t,0, ᾱt,0), . . . ,at(φ̄t,QDt−1, ᾱt,QDt−1)

]
, (39)

where QDr
and QDt

represent the receive and transmit dic-
tionary quantization levels, respectively. Then, assuming that
the receive and transmit array steering vectors of the scattered
paths lie in the quantization grid of the dictionaries, the NLoS
channel matrix can be written as

HNLoS = DrHNLoS,PD
H
t , (40)

where HNLoS,P ∈ CQDr×QDt denotes the polar domain NLoS
channel matrix. For sparse vector representation, we represent
the vectorized NLoS channel as hNLoS = vec(HNLoS) ∈
CQDrQDt×1. Then, using the relation vec(AXB) = (BT ⊗
A) vec(X), the vectorized channel is expressed as

hNLoS = (D∗
t ⊗Dr) vec(HNLoS,P)

= ΨhNLoS,P (41)
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where Ψ = D∗
t ⊗ Dr ∈ CNrNt×QDrQDt and hNLoS,P =

vec(HNLoS,P) ∈ CQDrQDt×1 represents the polar domain
joint dictionary and polar domain channel vector.

Next, assuming that the LoS channel component is perfectly
subtracted, the received signal for the NLoS channel can be
written as

YNLoS = WHDrHNLoS,PD
H
t F+WHN. (42)

Since the noise is colored with covariance matrix K =
σ2
wW

HW ∈ CMr×Mr , we whiten the received signal of
the NLoS component based on the Cholesky decomposition
K = σ2

wLL
H as

YNLoS = L−1YNLoS

= L−1WHDrHNLoS,PD
H
t F+N, (43)

where N = L−1WHN ∈ CMr×Mt is the white Gaussian
noise. For sparse vector representation, we define ȳNLoS =
vec(YNLoS) ∈ CMrMt×1, which can be represented as

ȳNLoS = (FT ⊗ L−1WH)ΨhNLoS,P + n̄

= ΦΨhNLoS,P + n̄

= ΥhNLoS,P + n̄, (44)

where Φ = FT ⊗ L−1WH ∈ CMrMt×NrNt , Υ = ΦΨ ∈
CMrMt×QDrQDt and n̄ = vec(N) ∈ CMrMt×1 denote mea-
surement matrix, sensing matrix, and noise vector, respec-
tively. Since hNLoS,P is a sparse vector, it can be efficiently
estimated via sparse signal recovery methods. For example,
orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) can be employed to esti-
mate the NLoS channel based on (44) with a computational
complexity of O(L̂QDr

QDt
MrMt), where L̂ is the estimated

number of the NLoS paths. This complexity grows linearly
with the dimension of the sensing matrix QDr

QDt
. However,

in the near-field XL-MIMO systems, QDr and QDt are often
very large matrices since geometric parameters are quantized
in both angular and distance domain to generate a polar
domain dictionary.

To mitigate the prohibitive computational complexity aris-
ing from the large quantization level of the joint dictionary
QDrQDt , we propose sensing matrix refinement-based OMP
(SMR-OMP) algorithm. In this algorithm, we obtain a re-
fined sensing matrix with reduced dimension through low-
complexity coarse support detection in the first step. In the
second step, we employ the OMP algorithm to accurately
estimate the sparse channel vector with low computational
complexity proportional to the dimension of the reduced sens-
ing matrix. For low-complexity coarse support detection in the
first step, we exploit the row and column sparse structure of the
transformed channel, where only the receive or transmit side is
in the polar domain. Specifically, we utilize simultaneous OMP
(SOMP) algorithm [30] illustrated in Algorithm 2. The SOMP
algorithm efficiently detects structured support by comparing
the sum of coherence across consecutive elements instead of
single element as described in line 2 of Algorithm 2.

To reformulate the NLoS channel support detection problem
as a sparse signal recovery problem with multiple observations
based on one-dimensional dictionaries, we recast (43) as

YNLoS = ΥrCr +N, (45)

Algorithm 2 SOMP
Inputs: Received signal Y, sensing matrix Υ, sparsity L.
Initialization: Support set Ω = ∅, residual matrix R = Y.

1: for l ∈ {1, . . . , L} do
2: Detect new support: n⋆ = argmaxn∥[Υ

HR]n,:∥2.
3: Update support set: Ω = Ω ∪ {n⋆}.
4: Update coefficient: Ĉ = ([Υ]:,Ω)

†Y.
5: Update residual: R = Y − [Υ]:,ΩĈ.
6: end for

Output: Ω.

where Υr = L−1WHDr ∈ CMr×QDr , and Cr =
HNLoS,PD

H
t F ∈ CQDr×Mt is a transformed sparse channel

matrix with L-nonzero rows. Due to the row-sparsity of Cr,
we can efficiently detect the support set of Dr using the SOMP
algorithm. Similarly, we can detect the support set of Dt based
on the formulation

YH
NLoS = ΥtCt +NH , (46)

where Υt = FHDt ∈ CMt×QDt and Ct =
HH

NLoS,PD
H
r W(L−1)H ∈ CQDt×Mr is a transformed sparse

channel matrix with L-nonzero rows.
Denoting Ω̂r and Ω̂t by the detected support sets of Dr

and Dt, respectively, we represent the refined dictionaries
for receive and transmit array steering vectors as D̂r =

[Dr]:,Ω̂r
∈ CNr×L̂r and D̂t = [Dt]:,Ω̂t

∈ CNt×L̂t , where
L̂r and L̂t denote the estimated number of NLoS paths from
the scatterer to the receiver and from the transmitter to the
scatterer, respectively. Based on this, we represent the refined
joint dictionary similar to (44) as

Ψ̂ = D̂∗
t ⊗ D̂r ∈ CNrNt×L̂rL̂t . (47)

Then, assuming that the support set is correctly detected in
the coarse estimation step, (44) is rewritten as

ȳNLoS = ΦΨ̂hNLoS,P′ + n̄

= Υ̂hNLoS,P′ + n̄, (48)

where Υ̂ = ΦΨ̂ ∈ CMrMt×L̂rL̂t is the refined sensing matrix
and hNLoS,P′ is the channel vector in the refined polar domain.
With the refined sensing matrix of low dimension Υ̂, the
channel matrix can be recovered via OMP algorithm with
a computational complexity of O(max(L̂r, L̂t)L̂rL̂tMrMt),
mainly dominated by the correlation calculation step. Since
L̂rL̂t ≪ QDr

QDt
, the computational complexity of the

proposed SMR-OMP is greatly reduced compared to the OMP
algorithm with joint dictionary. Finally, the estimated NLoS
channel matrix can be given by

ĤNLoS = invec([Ψ̂]:,Ω̂ĥNLoS,P′), (49)

where Ω̂ and ĥNLoS,P′ represent the detected support set of the
refined sensing matrix Ψ̂ and the estimated channel vector in
the refined polar domain via OMP algorithm. The SMR-OMP-
based NLoS channel estimation algorithm is summarized in
Algorithm 3. Finally, the estimated channel is obtained as

Ĥ = ĤLoS + ĤNLoS. (50)
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Fig. 4. Flowchart of the proposed two-stage channel estimation algorithm.

Algorithm 3 SMR-OMP based NLoS Channel Estimation

Inputs: Received signal for NLoS component YNLoS, sensing
matrices Υr and Υt, estimated number of the NLoS paths
L̂r and L̂t, and measurement matrix Φ.

Initialization: Support set of the refined dictionary Ω̂ = ∅,
residual vector r = ȳNLoS.

1: Detect support set of Dr and Dt:
Ω̂r = SOMP(YNLoS,Υr, L̂r)
Ω̂t = SOMP(YH

NLoS,Υt, L̂t)

2: Obtain refined joint dictionary: Ψ̂ = D̂∗
t ⊗ D̂r.

3: Obtain refined sensing matrix: Υ̂ = ΦΨ̂.
4: for l ∈ {1, . . . ,max(L̂r, L̂t)} do
5: Detect new support: n⋆ = argmaxn|[Υ̂

H
r]n|.

6: Update support set: Ω̂ = Ω̂ ∪ {n⋆}.
7: Update coefficient: ĥNLoS,P′ = ([Υ̂]:,Ω̂)

†ȳNLoS.
8: Update residual: r = ȳNLoS − [Υ̂]:,Ω̂ĥNLoS,P′ .
9: end for

10: ĤNLoS = invec([Ψ̂]:,Ω̂ĥNLoS,P′).

Output: Ψ̂, Ω̂, ĥNLoS,P′ .

The flowchart of the proposed LoS and NLoS channel
estimation algorithm is presented in Fig. 4. A comprehensive
analysis of the computational complexity will be presented in
Section III-C.

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

We provide the analysis of the computational complexity
of the LoS and NLoS channel estimation of the proposed
scheme as well as the benchmark scheme [25]. Additionally,
we evaluate the computational complexity of the joint LoS and
NLoS channel estimation approaches outlined in [22], [26].

1) LoS channel estimation: We represent the quantization
level of the parameter (·) as Q(·). Additionally, we assume that
Qξr ≜ Qξr,1 = · · · = Qξr,Kt

and Qξt ≜ Qξt,1 = · · · = Qξt,Kr
.

The computational complexity of the proposed LoS channel
estimation algorithm is mainly dominated by steps 1-6 in
Algorithm 1, which involve iterative updates of {ξ̂

(τ)

r , α̂(τ)
r }

in (28)-(30) and {ξ̂
(τ)

t , α̂(τ)

t } in (31)-(33). The computa-
tional complexities of these steps are O(TiterKtMrQξrQαr

)

and O(TiterKrMtQξtQαt
), which are mainly due to (28)

and (31), respectively. Steps 8 and 9 have complexities of
O(Kr+Kt) and O(MrMt min(Mr,Mt)), respectively. Since
the parameter quantization levels are usually much larger
than the number of the training beams Mr and Mt, the
overall complexity of the proposed LoS estimation algorithm
is O(Titer(KtMrQξrQαr + KrMtQξtQαt)). In contrast, the
complexity of the on-grid LoS estimation algorithm based on
the geometric parameters [25] is O(MrMtQθrQθtQϕr

QR).
In addition, the complexity of the gradient descent based
refinement step is O(TgradMrMtNrNt), where Tgrad denotes
the number of the iteration of the gradient descent step.

2) NLoS channel estimation: The complexity of the pro-
posed NLoS channel estimation algorithm can be obtained
by examining the SMR-OMP algorithm in Algorithm 3. For
simplicity, we assume that L̂ ≜ L̂r = L̂t. In step 1, the
complexity of the SOMP algorithm is dominated by support
detection and coefficient update steps, shown in steps 2 and
4 in Algorithm 2 which are O(L̂MrMt(QDr

+ QDt
)) and

O(L̂2(Mr + Mt)), respectively. Since the quantization level
is often much larger than the number of the paths, i.e.,
L̂ ≪ QDr , QDt the complexity is O(L̂MrMt(QDr +QDt)).
The complexities of correlation calculation and coefficient
update in steps 6 and 8 are O(L̂3MrMt) and O(L̂2MrMt),
respectively. Therefore, the complexity of the proposed SMR-
OMP is O(L̂MrMt(QDr

+ QDt
)). In contrast, the compu-

tational complexity of the conventional OMP algorithm with
joint dictionary (41) is O(L̂MrMtQDrQDt) [22], [25], which
is dominated by the correlation calculation step.

3) Joint LoS and NLoS channel estimation: The compu-
tational complexity of the conventional OMP algorithm for
joint LoS and NLoS channel estimation [22] is O((L̂ +
1)MrMtQDr

QDt
). Additionally, the complexity of the 3-

stage multiple measurement vector unified OMP scheme [26]
for joint LoS and NLoS channel estimation is dominated
by the third stage where the Qη matrices of size Nr × Nt

are transformed to polar domain signal. The computational
complexity of this step is O((L̂+1)QηQDrQDt min(Nr, Nt)).

Overall, the computational complexity of the proposed
method grows at a much slower rate with respect to the
quantization level. Consequently, it can accommodate sig-
nificantly higher quantization levels, allowing the proposed
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TABLE I
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY COMPARISON

Estimation scheme Computational complexity

LoS Proposed O(Titer(KtMrQξrQαr +KrMtQξtQαt ))
[25] O(MrMt(QθrQθtQϕrQR + TgradNrNt)))

NLoS Proposed O(L̂MrMt(QDr +QDt ))

[25] O(L̂MrMtQDrQDt )

Joint [22] O((L̂+ 1)MrMtQDrQDt )

Joint [26] O((L̂+ 1)QηQDrQDt min(Nr, Nt))

algorithm to achieve substantial performance improvements.
This is particularly important, as estimation accuracy is highly
dependent on the parameter quantization level. A summary of
the computational complexities for the proposed and bench-
mark schemes is provided in Table I.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed two-stage channel estimation algorithm for the near-field
partially-connected XL-MIMO with the ASAGM-based LoS
channel estimation and the SMR-OMP-based NLoS channel
estimation algorithm (“ASAGM + SMR-OMP”). We compare
the proposed method with the existing maximum likelihood-
based LoS parameter estimation and NLoS estimation via
OMP with the joint near-field dictionary defined in (41) (“PE
+ OMP”) [25], 3-stage multiple measurement vector unified
OMP (“3S-MMV-UOMP”) [26], OMP with the joint near-
field dictionary-based channel estimation algorithm [22], and
Genie-aided least square (“Genie-aided LS”) method where
the perfect channel parameter knowledge is available. The
performance evaluation is based on the normalized mean
square error (NMSE), defined as NMSE = E

[
∥Ĥ−H∥2

F

∥H∥2
F

]
,

where E(·) represents the expectation operator.
In [25], only the scenario where the azimuth of the re-

ceive antenna array ϕr is fixed at 0 is considered, resulting
in a reduced computational complexity of the LoS channel
estimation algorithm. In contrast, the scenario considered in
this paper allows ϕr to be an arbitrary value, making the
computational complexity of the LoS channel estimation for
the PE + OMP algorithm computationally infeasibly high.
Therefore, for comparison with the PE + OMP algorithm
under feasible computation, we employ a partially Genie-aided
parameter estimation (“partially Genie-aided PE”) method
where the neighborhood of the true parameter values in the
parameter quantization grid is known a priori.

We consider a partially-connected hybrid XL-MIMO system
where both the transmitter and receiver are equipped with
ULA, each having Nr = Nt = 128 antennas and Kr = 4
and Kt = 2 RF chains. The carrier frequency is fc = 60
GHz, corresponding to a wavelength λ = 0.005 meters. In this
scenario, the SOPD is given by 4Ar,sAt,s

λ = 9.5 meters, and
the MIMO-ARD is given by 4ArAt

λ = 80.6 meters. The angle
parameters of the ULAs, θt, θr, and ϕr are uniformly sampled
from [−60◦, 60◦]. Additionally, the minimum and maximum
allowable distances between the transmitter and receiver are
set to 10 meters and 200 meters, respectively. We define the
SNR as 1/σ2

w. The number of NLoS paths is L = 3, and the
power ratio factor of the LoS and the NLoS paths is κ = 4,
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Fig. 5. NMSE versus the distance between the transmitter and the receiver.

indicating that the LoS channel gain satisfies |g|2 = 4/5,
while the NLoS channel gains follow gl ∼ CN (0, 1/15),
for l = 1, . . . , L. Importantly, while the channel estimation
problems are formulated based on the approximated models,
the channel used in the simulation is generated using the
NUSWM (4).

The parameter quantization levels of the proposed ASAGM
is set as Qξr = Qξt = 640 and Qαr = Qαt = 7. For
the PE algorithm described in [25], the levels are Qθr =
Qθt = Qϕr

= 196 and QR = 256. In the partially Genie-
aided PE algorithm, we limit the search grid to 5 neighboring
points around the grid point closest to the true parameter in
the parameter quantization grid. The quantization levels of
the transmit and receive polar domain dictionaries are set as
QDr

= QDt
= 1792, respectively. Note that even for large

values of Qξr and Qξt , the dimensionality of the search grid
in the proposed method, which is proportional to QξrQαr

and QξtQαt are much smaller than that of the benchmark
schemes, such as QθrQθtQϕrQR in PE + OMP, QηQDrQDt

in 3S-MMV-UOMP, or QDr
QDt

in OMP, as detailed in
Section III-C. Consequently, the computational complexity of
the proposed scheme is considerably lower.

Fig. 5 illustrates the NMSE performance versus the distance
between the transmitter and the receiver where the SNR is 10
dB and the number of receive and transmit training beams
is Mr = Mt = 64. The proposed ASAGM + SMR-OMP
method achieves superior NMSE performance compared to
other three considered methods. Notably, the NMSE of the
proposed algorithm remains consistently the lowest across all
distances evaluated, except for the Genie-aided LS method.
This is because accurate estimation with the partially Genie-
aided PE + OMP algorithm requires higher quantization levels
for the LoS channel parameters Gθr , Gθt , Gϕr , and GR as
the communication distance decreases, due to the increased
resolution needed for the near-field channel [31]. However,
these levels are constrained by the computational complexity
of the PE + OMP algorithm, which grows quartically (i.e.
the fourth order) with the parameter quantization level. Sim-
ilarly, the quantization levels QηQDrQDt and QDrQDt for
the 3S-MMV-UOMP and OMP method grow quintically (i.e.
the fifth order) and quartically with respect to angular and
distance domain samples, respectively. These levels are also
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Fig. 6. NMSE versus SNR with the distance between the transmitter and the
receiver (a) R ∈ [10, 20] meters, (b) R ∈ [90, 100] meters.

constrained by the computational complexity. On the other
hand, the ASAGM method can accommodate much higher
parameter quantization levels since its computational complex-
ity grows quadratically with the parameter quantization level.
Consequently, it guarantees higher estimation performance
regardless of the communication distance due to the high
resolution of the LoS parameter search grid. At a distance
of 10 meters, the performance of the proposed ASAGM +
SMR-OMP method is degraded due to the errors in the SOPM
because this distance is smaller than the UPD, which is 12
meters for the given XL-MIMO configuration, as verified in
Section II-B. However, the performance loss due to modeling
error is negligible over most communication distances that
exceed the UPD.

Fig. 6 illustrates the NMSE performance versus SNR
when the number of receive and transmit training beams is
Mr = Mt = 64. In Fig. 6 (a) and (b), the distance between
the transmitter and the receiver are randomly sampled from
[10, 20] meters and [90, 100] meters, respectively. In both
figures, the proposed scheme performs slightly worse than
existing benchmark schemes in the low SNR regime (below 0
dB). This is because the proposed ASAGM method cannot
exploit the SNR gain arising from jointly correlating both
receive and transmit array steering vectors, which is useful
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Fig. 7. NMSE versus the number of the receive and transmit training beams
(Mr = Mt) with the distance between the transmitter and receiver (a) R ∈
[10, 20] meters, (b) R ∈ [90, 100] meters.

in the low SNR regime. Similarly, the proposed SMR-OMP
method cannot leverage this SNR gain in the support detection
step since receive and transmit side dictionaries are separately
correlated. However, in the intermediate and high SNR regime
(above 0 dB), the proposed ASAGM + SMR-OMP method
outperforms the benchmark schemes. This improvement is
due to the fact that the parameters constituting transmit or
receive array steering vectors can be accurately estimated
without relying on the high array gain from joint receive and
transmit array gains. Consequently, the performance is pri-
marily determined by the parameter quantization level, which
the proposed ASAGM method can accommodate to a much
greater extent with low computational complexity. However,
the performance gap between the proposed method and the
Genie-aided LS increases because the proposed scheme is
an on-grid method, which inherently has quantization errors.
In addition, the proposed ASAGM + SMR-OMP method
performs well consistently regardless of the distance between
the transmitter and receiver, while the partially Genie-aided
PE + OMP and OMP methods both perform worse when the
distance is small at all SNR levels due to their insufficient
quantization levels and the increased resolution needed for the
near-field channel, as observed in Fig. 5.

Fig. 7 depicts the NMSE performance versus the number
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of the receive and transmit training beams where the SNR is
10 dB. In Fig. 7 (a) and (b), the distance between the trans-
mitter and the receiver are randomly sampled from [10, 20]
meters and [90, 100] meters, respectively. The NMSE of all
the schemes presented in Fig. 7 decreases as the number of
training beams increases. Notably, our proposed ASAGM +
SMR-OMP algorithm and the Genie-aided LS algorithm show
a significant reduction in NMSE with an increasing number of
training beams. For ASAGM, this improvement is attributed
to the fine resolution of the parameter search grid. In contrast,
the existing methods exhibit minimal NMSE reduction with an
increasing number of training beams due to their performance
being limited by insufficient quantization levels.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We addressed the challenge of near-field channel estimation
in partially connected XL-MIMO systems. We formulated the
near-field channel estimation problem and focused on two
primary challenges: accurately estimating the LoS and NLoS
components while maintaining low computational complexity.
To achieve this, we introduced the SOPM-based LoS chan-
nel model, which simplifies complex phase terms into more
manageable components with high accuracy. Building on this
model, we developed a two-stage channel estimation algo-
rithm: ASAGM for low-complexity LoS channel estimation
and SMR-OMP for efficient NLoS channel estimation. Our
simulation results demonstrate that the proposed method sig-
nificantly outperforms existing near-field XL-MIMO channel
estimation techniques, particularly in the intermediate and high
SNR regime, and in scenarios with arbitrary array placements.
Our future research will focus on exploring channel estimation
techniques for systems incorporating extremely large-scale
metamaterial-based architectures, such as dynamic metasur-
face antennas and stacked intelligent metasurfaces.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

To determine the antenna configuration that results in the
maximum phase error, we define the Cartesian coordinates
for the potential locations of the receive and transmit antenna
elements as

(xr, yr, zr)=(δrcos θr, δrsin θrsinϕr, R+δrsin θrcosϕr), (51)
(xt, yt, zt)=(δt cos θt, 0, δt sin θt), (52)

where 0 ≤ δt ≤ At

2 , 0 ≤ δr ≤ Ar

2 , and 0 ≤ θt, θr, ϕr < 2π.
For simplicity, we define the relative displacement of the z-
coordinates as ∆z = (zr − R) − zt, which satisfies

[
(xr −

xt)
2 + y2r +∆2

z

]1/2 ≤ Ar+At

2 . Then, the distance between the
receive and transmit antennas according to the SWM in (5)
and the SOPM in (14) become

r =
[
(xr−xt)

2+y2r +(R+∆z)
2
]1/2

, (53)

rSOPM = R+∆z

+
1

2R

[
(xr−xt)

2+y2r +
2xrxt

δrδt
(δr−νr)(δt−νt)

]
, (54)

where νr and νt represent the centroid of the subarrays to
which the considered receive and transmit antennas belong.
Next, we define the distance difference function and the
constraint function as

f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) ≜ r − rSOPM, (55)

g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) ≜ (xr−xt)
2 + y2r +∆2

z −
(
Ar+At

2

)2
. (56)

Then, to evaluate the worst case phase error, we solve the
phase error maximization problem

max
xr,xt,yr,∆z

|f(xr, xt, yr,∆z)| (57a)

s.t. g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) ≤ 0. (57b)

To address the problem (57), we examine the KKT con-
ditions for the both maximization and minimization of
f(xr, xt, yr,∆z), similar to the approach in [18]. First, the
KKT conditions for the maximization of f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) are
given by

∇f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) + µ∇g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 04×1, (58)
g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) ≤ 0, (59)

µ ≥ 0, (60)
µg(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 0. (61)

Assuming µ = 0, it follows from (58) that
∇f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 04×1. The partial derivative of the
difference function with respect to ∆z is given by

∂

∂∆z
f(xr, xt, yr,∆z)=

R+∆z√
(xr−xt)2 + y2r + (R+∆z)2

−1.

(62)

Equating (62) to zero gives xr = xt and yr = 0. Letting
x ≜ xr = xt, the partial derivative of the difference function
with respect to x is

∂

∂x
f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) =

2x

Rδrδt
(δr − νr)(δt − νt). (63)

Equating (63) to zero yields x = 0 or (δr − νr)(δt −
νt) = 0. Next, substituting xr = xt = yr = 0 or
xr = xt, yr = 0, and (δr − νr)(δt − νt) = 0 into
(53) and (54), we obtain f(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 0, which is
clearly not the global maximum. Hence, the global maxi-
mum occurs when g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 0. Similarly for the
minimization of f(xr, xt, yr,∆z), the global minimum also
occurs when g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 0. This implies that the
necessary condition for maximization of |f(xr, xt, yr,∆z)|
is g(xr, xt, yr,∆z) = 0, where the shifted receive antenna
coordinate (xr, yr, zr−R) and (xt, yt, zt) are symmetric with
respect to (0, 0, 0), and placed as far from the origin as
possible. This corresponds to δr =

Ar

2 , δt = At

2 , θt = θr + π,
and ϕr = 0. Next, since the optimization variables that satisfies
the necessary condition for optimality can be parameterized by
θ ≜ θt = θr + π, the optimal solution is obtained by deter-
mining the value of θ that maximizes |f(xr, xt, yr,∆z)|. To
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this end, the coordinates that satisfies the necessary condition
for optimality of (57) can be expressed using (51) and (52) as

(x⋆
r , x

⋆
t , y

⋆
r ,∆

⋆
z)=

(
−Ar

2
cos θ,

At

2
cos θ, 0,−Ar+At

2
sin θ

)
.

(64)

Then, (53) and (54) can be rewritten as

r = R
(
1− 2p sin θ + p2

)1/2
, (65)

rSOPM = R
(
1− p sin θ +

p2 − q2

2
cos2 θ

)
, (66)

where p = Ar+At

2R and q =
√

(Ar−2νr)(At−2νt)
2R2 . Subsequently,

to determine θ that maximizes the phase error in a tractable
way, we rewrite (65) in a power series form based on the
Taylor series expansion as

r = R

(
1− p sin θ +

p2 cos2 θ

2

)
+O(Rp4). (67)

Hence, from (66) and (67), we obtain the phase discrepancy

|r − rSOPM| = Rq2 cos2 θ

2
+O(Rp4)

=
(Ar − 2νr)(At − 2νt) cos

2 θ

4R
+O(Rp4)

(a)
=

(Nr

Kr
− 1)(Nt

Kt
− 1)d2 cos2 θ

4R
+O(Rp4)

=
Ar,sAt,s cos

2 θ

4R
+O(Rp4), (68)

where (a) holds because νr =
1
2 (1−

1
Kr

)Nd and νt =
1
2 (1−

1
Kt

)Nd, as derived from (13). This is due to the fact that the
receive and transmit antenna locations, which solve problem
(57), are positioned in the subarray furthest from the origin.
Additionally, Ar,s = (Nr,s − 1)d and At,s = (Nt,s − 1)d
represent the aperture of the receive and the transmit subarray,
respectively. Finally, by maximizing (68) over θ, the worst case
phase error is obtained as

max
θ

2π

λ
|r − rSOPM| = πAr,sAt,s

2Rλ
+O(Rp4). (69)
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