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Abstract—In this paper, we study the codebook-based near-
field beam training for intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) aided
wireless system. In the considered model, the near-field beam
training is critical to focus signals at the location of user equip-
ment (UE) to obtain prominent IRS array gain. However, existing
codebook schemes cannot achieve low training overhead and high
receiving power simultaneously. To tackle this issue, a novel two-
layer codebook based beam training scheme is proposed. The
layer-1 codebook is designed based on the omnidirectionality of
a random-phase beam pattern, which estimates the UE distance
with training overhead equivalent to that of one DFT codeword.
Then, based on the estimated UE distance, the layer-2 codebook
is generated to scan candidate UE locations and obtain the
optimal codeword for IRS beamforming. Numerical results show
that compared with benchmarks, the proposed two-layer beam
training scheme achieves more accurate UE distance and angle
estimation, higher data rate, and smaller training overhead.

Index Terms—Intelligent Reflecting Surface, near-field, code-
book based beam training.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) are expected to be a
key technology in next-generation wireless networks due to
their potential to reconfigure the wireless environment in a
cost-effective manner [1]–[3]. However, due to the nature
in terms of signal reflection, large-scale IRS is required to
capture enough energy and achieve significant beamforming
gain [4]. In practice, to enhance the local coverage, the large-
scale IRS can be placed near the user equipment (UE), while
establishing a reliable line-of-sight (LoS) dominant link with
the base station (BS) [5]. This thus leads to a fundamental
paradigm shift from the far-field IRS-aided wireless commu-
nications to the near-field counterpart.

Beam training in near-field scenarios poses several new
challenges, such as the degraded training accuracy and the
drastic increase of training overhead, which have been ad-
dressed in the literature [6]–[9]. Specifically, the near-field
channel is studied in [7], where a polar-domain (angle plus
distance) channel model was proposed, showing that near-field
beamforming should focus signal energy at the UE location.
Traditional far-field beam training, such as the discrete Fourier
transform (DFT) codebook based beam training, only tries
to match the angle of the UE, thus resulting in a significant
decrease of beamforming gain in the near-field scenarios. To
tackle this issue, our previous work in [6] intuitively added a
distance-domain beam training after the DFT beam training,
which outperforms the DFT codebook scheme. Furthermore,
a polar-domain codebook dedicated to the near-field channel

was proposed in [8], where the polar-domain channel space
is sampled based on compressed sensing theory, and an
exhaustive beam search strategy is adopted. To reduce the
prohibitively high beam training overhead as that in [8], a
two-phase beam training method was proposed in [9], where
candidate UE angles are obtained from the DFT codebook
based beam training in the first phase, and a shortlisted polar-
domain codeword from [8] is adopted to estimate the UE
distance in the second phase.

However, we observe that near-field beam patterns under
far-field beamforming are broadened in the near-field region,
resulting in inaccurate DFT codebook based angle estimation
to be insufficient, and hence performance degradation of the
current near-field IRS codebook based beam training schemes
[6], [9]. Motivated by this observation, we propose a novel
two-layer codebook to achieve both low training overhead and
high IRS array gain. The key contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows.

• We elaborate on the problem caused by using far-field
beamforming in the near-field region, based on the con-
sidered model of IRS-assisted wireless systems.

• To achieve low training overhead and high IRS array
gain, we propose a novel two-layer codebook based beam
training scheme. The layer-1 codebook is composed of
independent random-phase vectors, which generates an
omnidirectional IRS beam for the estimation of UE
distance. The layer-2 codebook is generated based on
the estimated UE distance from the first layer, which
searches the candidate UE locations and finally obtains
the optimal codeword for IRS beamforming.

• We provide theoretical analysis and numerical simu-
lations for the proposed beam training scheme. The
numerical results show that, compared to benchmarks,
the proposed scheme provides more accurate estimations
of the distances and angles of the UE, achieving higher
data rates with a smaller training overhead.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we illustrate the system model. In Section III, through the
elaboration of near-field beam patterns, we provide insights
of near-field beam training. In Section IV, we propose a novel
two-layer codebook based near-field beam training scheme,
which is theoretically analysed. In Section V, extensive nu-
merical results are provided. Finally, we draw conclusions in
Section VI.
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Fig. 1. An IRS-assisted wireless system.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the downlink beam training of an IRS-assisted
narrow-band wireless system, as shown in Fig. 1. The system
consists of an M -antenna BS, a single-antenna UE, and an N -
element uniform linear array (ULA) IRS with λ/2 spacing,
where λ is the carrier wavelength1. Let D denotes the length
of the IRS. We assume that the UE is located in the near-
field region of the IRS, and there only exists a virtual LoS
BS-IRS-UE link due to the occlusion of the direct BS-UE
link. The IRS is placed on the x-axis with its center at the
origin. Specifically, the location of the n-th IRS element is(
(n− N+1

2 )λ2 , 0
)
, where N is assumed to be an even number.

The UE’s location is (d sin θ, d cos θ), where θ and d represent
the angle and distance of the UE from the origin, respectively.
Let Euc(·, ·) denotes the Euclidean distance between two
coordinates. The distance between the n-th IRS element and
the UE, denoted by dn, is given by:

dn(d, θ) = Euc

((
(n− N + 1

2
)
λ

2
, 0
)
, (d sin θ, d cos θ)

)
.

(1)

Channel model: We consider the propagation environment
with limited scattering, which is typical for mmWave chan-
nels. Since the BS and IRS are at fixed locations once
deployed, the BS-IRS link can be considered as quasi-static.
As such, we assume for simplicity that the BS has aligned its
transmit beamforming with the BS-IRS LoS channel and thus
can be treated as having an equivalent single antenna [10]2.
Then, the effective BS-IRS channel, denoted by f ∈ CN×1,
can be modeled as f = f

[
ejω1 , ejω2 , · · · , ejωN

]T
, where f

denotes the complex-valued path gain of the BS-IRS link;
ωn denotes the phase of channel between the BS and the n-
IRS element; j denotes the imaginary unit. Let hH ∈ CN×1

1The ULA IRS is used in this paper for the simplicity of analysis. However,
the proposed beam training scheme can be readily extended to Uniform Planar
Array (UPA) IRS by also using independent random-phase beamforming
vectors for the proposed layer-1 codebook, and using the spatial angles of
the two dimensional DFT codebook as the candidate UE angles to generate
the proposed layer-2 codebook. The details are illustrated in Section IV.

2For other BS-IRS channel settings, the design of the BS precoding during
IRS beam training is an interesting topic but is left for our future work.

denote the near-field IRS-UE channel, which can be modeled
as [7]

[hH ]n =

√
GUAUGI

4πd2n
e−j

2πdn
λ , (2)

where GU, AU, and GI denote the receiving gain of the UE
antenna, the effective aperture of the UE antenna, and the gain
of each IRS element, respectively.

Let Φ , diag(ejϕ1 , · · · , ejϕN ) denotes the adjustable
phase shifts introduced by the IRS. The received signal at
the UE can be represented as

y = hHΦfs+ z, (3)

where s denotes the symbol transmitted by the BS with
power PA, z ∼ CN (0, σ2) denotes the received Additive
Gaussian white noise (AWGN) with zero mean and variance
σ2. Substituting (2) into (3) yields the received signal power
represented as

Pr =
PAG

UAUGIf2

4π

∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

1

dn
ej(ϕn+ωn+

2πdn
λ )
∣∣∣2. (4)

The achievable rate in bits/second/Hz (bps/Hz) can be ob-
tained as

R = log2(1 +
Pr

σ2
). (5)

III. NEAR-FIELD BEAM PATTERNS

It can be easily obtain from (4) that the optimal near-field
IRS beamforming is [4]:

ϕnear
n (θ, d) = −ωn −

2πdn
λ

, n = 1, · · · , N, (6)

where the in-phase superposition of signals from all IRS
elements is realized at the location of UE and the
maximal received power can be obtained as Pmax =

PAf
2
∣∣∣∑N

n=1

√
GUAUGI

4πd2n

∣∣∣2. Since ωn is known, the optimal
Φ is only determined by dn, and thus determined by θ and d
according to (1). Therefore, the location of the UE should be
obtained to perform the optimal near-field IRS beamforming.
By contrast, the conventional far-field IRS beamforming only
based on UE angle is:

ϕfar
n (θ) = −ωn − π(n− 1) sin θ, n = 1, · · · , N. (7)

Comparing (6) and (7), it is observed that the far-field
beamforming induces phase errors in the near-field channel
condition since it does not take into account the UE distance,
which inevitably leads to the decrease of the IRS array gain in
the near-field region. The closed-form expression of the array
gain loss caused by the far-field beamforming in the near-field
region has been derived in our previous work [6]. To clearly
show the difference between the near-field beamforming and
far-field beamforming in the near-field region, we make the
following definition of the near-field beam pattern.

Definition 1. The near-field beam pattern is defined as the
signal power measured on the circle around the IRS center



and normalized by the achievable maximal signal power,
where the radius of the circle, dp, is less than the IRS’s
Rayleigh distance, 2D2/λ.

Similar to the derivation of (4), the normalized near-field
beam pattern is represented as:

Pp(ϕn) =

∣∣∣∑N
n=1

1
d′n
ej(ϕn+ωn+

2πd
′
n

λ )
∣∣∣2∣∣∣∑N

n=1
1
d′n

∣∣∣2 , θp ∈ [−π
2
,
π

2
),

(8)

where d
′

n , Euc
((

(n− N+1
2 )λ2 , 0

)
, (dp sin θp, dp cos θp)

)
denotes the distance between the n-th IRS element and the
measuring point with coordinate (dp sin θp, dp cos θp). By
substituting ϕn in (8) with ϕnear

n (θ, d) and ϕfar
n (θ), respec-

tively, the near-field beam patterns with dp = d under near-
field and far-field beamforming can be obtained, which are
shown in Fig. 2 with θ = 0◦, 20◦, 40◦, 60◦ and d = 6
m, under the system setup with D = 1.28m, N = 256, and
λ = 0.01m.
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Fig. 2. Normalized near-field beam patterns under far-field
and near-field beamforming.

Observation 1 (beam broadening effect). In Fig. 2, the near-
field beam patterns under far-field beamforming get broadened
and lose the single peak characteristic, which is called the
beam broadening effect in this paper. In this case, the accuracy
of the angle estimation under far-field beam sweeping [6], [9]
cannot be guaranteed, resulting in performance degradation,
as shown in the numerical results of Section IV. By contrast,
the near-field beam patterns under near-field beamforming
maintain the single peak characteristic, which reveals that if
the UE distance d is given, the UE angle θ can be accurately
estimated through the near-field beam sweeping with focuses
on the circle with radius d. Inspired by this observation,
a novel two-layer codebook based beam training scheme is
proposed to estimate d and θ successively. This scheme can
accurately estimate the angle of the UE through near-field
beam sweeping, which is not possible under far-field beam
sweeping due to the beam broadening effect.

IV. PROPOSED TWO-LAYER NEAR-FIELD BEAM
TRAINING

In this section, we propose a novel two-layer codebook
based IRS beam training scheme, which estimates d and θ of
UE successively. To estimate d, we make an approximation
of equation (2) as follows:

[h]n ≈
√
GUAUGI

4πd2︸ ︷︷ ︸
b

ej
2πdn
λ , (9)

where dn, n = 1, · · · , N are approximated as d to calculate
the amplitude b. To determine when this approximation holds,
we compute the distance differential from the IRS elements
to the UE between the center and the edge of the IRS. For
example, suppose θ = 0◦ (the analysis can be generalized to
arbitrary UE angles). With the equal-distance approximation
in (9), the signal from each IRS element travels the same
distance, d, to the UE. But at the edge of the IRS, it has
actually traveled the distance

√
d2 +D2/4. The error ratio

of the approximation is d−
√
d2+D2/4√
d2+D2/4

. With D = 1.5 m, d = 5

m, the ratio is about 1.14%, which has a minor impact. With
(9), equation (4) can be approximated as

Pr ≈ PAf
2b2
∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

ej(ϕn+ωn+
2πdn
λ )
∣∣∣2. (10)

A. Layer-1 Codebook

The proposed layer-1 codebook is designed to estimate d
with the information of the received power. Equation (10)
shows that Pr is determined by the UE location and the
IRS beamforming together, which are coupled to determine
the phase of the received signal. Therefore, there is no
independent functional relationship between Pr and d. To
tackle this issue, we propose to eliminate the influence of the
UE location on the phase of the received signal by applying
random phase codeword based beamforming to generate an
omnidirectional IRS beam across the near-field region.

Specifically, the proposed layer-1 codebook is composed of
C random-phase IRS beamforming vectors, which is denoted
as: [

ejµc,1 , ejµc,2 , · · · , ejµc,N
]
, c = 1, · · · , C, (11)

where µc,n
i.i.d∼ U(0, 2π), ∀ n ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}, c ∈

{1, 2, · · · , C}. These C beamforming vectors are designed
to be executed for a limited period of time, which generates
a cumulative omnidirectional IRS beam for the estimation of
UE distance, which is elaborated on below.

According to (10), the average received signal power of UE,
corresponding to the proposed layer-1 codebook, is given by

P̄r =
PAf

2b2

C

C∑
c=1

∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

e
j(

ζc,n︷ ︸︸ ︷
µc,n + ωn +

2πdn
λ

)
∣∣∣2︸ ︷︷ ︸

Qc

, (12)



where Qc denotes the received signal power divided by
PAf

2b2 under the c-th codeword. ζc,n denotes the phase of
the UE’s received signal from the n-th IRS element under the
c-th codeword.

Lemma 1 (Omnidirectivity of random-phase IRS beam).
For any UE location (θ, d), when C → +∞,

P̄r ∼ N
(
NPAf

2b2, N(N − 1)P 2
Af

4b4/C
)
, (13)

and the unbiased estimation of d can be expressed as

d̂ =

√
GUAUGINPAf2

4πP̄r
. (14)

Proof. For a given (θ, d), dn and ωn are fixed due to the fixed
deployment of the BS and IRS. According to (12), we have

Qc =
∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

ejζc,n
∣∣∣2

=
∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

(cos ζc,n + i sin ζc,n)
∣∣∣2

=
( N∑
n=1

cos ζc,n

)2
+
( N∑
n=1

sin ζc,n

)2
= N + 2

( ∑
1≤i<j≤N

cos (ζc,i − ζc,j)︸ ︷︷ ︸
N(N−1)/2 items

)
.

(15)

Since µc,n
i.i.d∼ U(0, 2π) and signal phase has a period of 2π,

we have ζc,n
i.i.d∼ U(0, 2π), and (ζc,i−ζc,j)

i.i.d∼ U(0, 2π), i 6=
j. Therefore, cos (ζc,i − ζc,j), ∀ 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N, c ∈
{1, 2, · · · , C} are independent and identically distributed,
with mean 0 and variance 0.5. So the mean and variance of
PAf

2b2Qc are NPAf
2b2 and N(N−1)P 2

Af
4b4, respectively.

Further, by applying the central limit law, (13) can be obtained
when C → +∞, which proves the omnidirectional property
of the proposed layer-1 codebook. The unbiased estimation of
d can be derived by substituting (9) into (13), which yields
(14).

Now we clearly show the omnidirectivity of the proposed
random-phase beam pattern. Similar to (8), the near-field beam
patterns generated by the layer-1 codebook is represented as

P̄p(µc,n) =

1
C

∑C
c=1

∣∣∣∑N
n=1

1
d′n
ej(µc,n+ωn+

2πd
′
n

λ )
∣∣∣2∣∣∣∑N

n=1
1
d′n

∣∣∣2 , (16)

which is shown in Fig. 3 with d = 6 m, C = 100, 500, 2000,
respectively. The system setup is the same as that in Fig.
2. The theoretical random-phase beam pattern for C → +∞
is also illustrated. Fig. 3 shows that as C increases, the
mean value of the beam patterns remains the same, while
the fluctuation of the beam patterns diminishes, which is in
accordance with the conclusion of Lemma 1.
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Fig. 3. Normalized random-phase beam patterns.

Remark 1 (Implementation and Overhead of The Proposed
Layer-1 Codebook). Since only 1 omnidirectional IRS beam
is generated and used in the proposed layer-1 codebook. In
practice, the C beamforming vectors in the layer-1 codebook
can be pre-stored in the IRS controller, such as a Field
Programmable Gate Array (FPGA) controller, and performed
within the time period of 1 traditional codeword, such as a
DFT codeword, by means of phase switching at the nanosec-
ond level3. Therefore, the training overhead of the layer-1
codebook is equivalent to that of only one DFT codeword.
Then, the UE measures the average received power during this
SSB period for the distance estimation of (14). Equation (13)
shows that the variance of P̄r is inversely proportional to C.
Therefore, C can be increased to enhance the omnidirectivity
of the random-phase IRS beam and improve the accuracy of
d̂.

B. Layer-2 Codebook

The layer-2 codebook is designed to search for the UE
angle, θ, based on the estimated UE distance d̂ in Section
III-A. According to the compressed sensing-based analysis in
[8], the spatial angles corresponding to the DFT codebook are
adopted as the candidate UE angles, which are represented as

θm = arcsin
2m−N − 1

N
, m = 1, 2, . . . , N. (17)

The candidate UE locations are denoted as (θm, d̂), m =
1, 2, . . . , N . The layer-2 codebook, composed of N code-
words, is generated by substituting (θm, d̂) into (1) and (6),
thus yielding[
e−j(ω1+

2πd1(θm,d̂)
λ ), · · · , e−j(ωN+

2πdn(θm,d̂)
λ )

]
,m = 1, . . . , N.

(18)

3Based on the existing 5G standards [11], one traditional codeword is
executed during a synchronization signal and physical broadcasting chan-
nel block (SSB), which spans 4 symbols and contains 960 resource ele-
ments (REs) in total. Therefore, under the sampling rate required in the current
wireless communication systems, the UE can successfully collect all the C,
e.g., 500, changes of IRS beam pattern of the proposed layer-1 codebook. In
addition, in order to execute the layer-1 codebook (e.g., C = 500) within
one SSB (e.g., sub-carrier of 60 kHz, which corresponds to the SSB period of
66.67 us), IRS hardware needs to achieve a phase switching cycle of 133.33
ns, which is achievable by existing FPGA controllers [12] and diodes [13].



The layer-2 codewords are performed to generate N beams
with focuses on the N candidate UE locations, respectively.
Then, the UE measures the received power of each beam and
reports the beam index corresponding to the maximal received
power, which indicates the estimated UE location and the
optimal IRS codeword. The procedure of the proposed two-
layer beam training scheme is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed two-layer beam training procedure

1: Layer 1: Distance estimation
2: IRS performs the layer-1 codebook in (11) to generate 1

cumulative omnidirectional IRS beam.
3: UE measures the average received power, P̄r.
4: Obtain the distance estimation, d̂, according to (14).
5: Layer 2: Angle estimation
6: Obtain the layer-2 codebook according to (17) and (18).
7: IRS performs the layer-2 codebook to generate N sweep-

ing beams.
8: UE reports the beam index corresponding to the maximal

received power.
9: Output: The optimal IRS codeword.

Remark 2 (Training overhead). Since only 1 omnidirectional
IRS beam is generated by the layer-1 codebook, and N beams
are generated by the layer-2 codebook, the overall training
overhead of the proposed two-layer codebook based beam
training is given by T (pro) = 1 + N , which is only 1 more
than that of the DFT codebook based bean training scheme,
T (DFT) = N . Moreover, T (pro) is much smaller than the
training overhead of the exhaustive search based beam training
scheme [8], T (ex) = NS, and that of the two-phase beam
training scheme [9], T (2P) = N + KS, where S and K
denote the number of candidate UE distances and the number
of shortlisted candidate UE angles, respectively. To further
reduce the overhead of the proposed layer-2 codebook, multi-
beam and hierarchical strategy [10] can be adopted, which is
left for our future work.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

TABLE I: Parameter configuration

Parameters Values Parameters Values

N 200 λ 0.01 m

D 1 m σ2 -94 dBm

GI, GU 1 AU λ2/(4π)

A Monte-Carlo simulation is conducted to validate the
effectiveness of the proposed two-layer codebook based beam
training scheme. The channel model described in Section II
is adopted, with parameters shown in Table I. The refer-
ence SNR of the IRS assisted wireless system is defined as
SNR = PANf

2GIGUAU

4πd2σ2 , where the noise power is set as -
94 dBm (corresponding to a bandwidth of 100 MHz). The
achievable rate is calculated with equation (5). Additionally,

the number of the independent channel realizations for each
result point is set to 1000. Four benchmark schemes are
adopted: 1) perfect-CSI based beamforming, which provides
the upper bound of rate performance; 2) exhaustive search
based beam training with S = 10 [8]; 3) two-phase beam
training with K = 3, S = 10 [9]; 4) DFT beam training.

Figs. 4(a)–4(c) show the effects of SNR on the Root
Mean Squared Error (RMSE) of distance estimation and angle
estimation, and the achievable rate, where d = 3 m and θ is
randomly distributed in [−60◦, 60◦). Several observations can
be made as follows. First, the RMSE of distance estimation
decreases as C increases. This is consistent with the conclu-
sion in Remark 1. Second, compared with the polar-domain
beam training scheme in [8] and the two-phase beam training
scheme in [9], the proposed beam training scheme yields the
least estimation errors of the UE distance and angle, thereby
achieving better performance in terms of the achievable rate.
Third, the training overhead of the proposed beam training
scheme is significantly smaller than that of the polar-domain
beam training scheme [8] and the two-phase beam training
scheme [9] (i.e., 201 versus 1600 and 230). Moreover, it is
observed that the proposed beam training scheme significantly
outperforms the DFT codebook based beam training scheme
under different SNRs, yet with a similar training overhead
(i.e., 201 versus 200). Additionally, it is observed that the
RMSE of distance estimation of the proposed beam training
scheme increases in the very low SNR regime, leading to
certain performance degradation. This problem can be readily
solved by increasing the transmit power or the training over-
head of the proposed layer-1 codebook (e.g., increasing the
training overhead from 1 to 10 brings a 10 dB increase in the
received signal energy).

Finally, we investigate the effects of UE distance d on the
RMSE of distance estimation and angle estimation, and the
achievable rate in Figs. 4(d)–4(f), where PAf

2 is set to be
0.05 mW and θ is randomly distributed in [−60◦, 60◦). In the
range of 1-5 m, it is observed that the proposed beam training
scheme provides accurate estimation of UE distance and
angle, while the polar-domain beam training scheme and the
two-phase beam training scheme yield significant estimation
errors due to the beam broadening effect in the near-field
region, which results in an obvious decrease in achievable
rate in this range. In the range of 5-60 m, it is observed
that, on one hand, the RMSE of distance estimation of the
proposed beam training scheme increases with the UE distance
due to the decrease of SNR. On the other hand, the RMSE of
distance estimation of the polar-domain beam training scheme
and the two-phase beam training scheme increase much more
rapidly because the number of distance samples is limited
and the non-uniform distance sampling method results in
distance estimation being always +∞ in the long-distance
region. Furthermore, the performance of the proposed beam
training scheme outperforms those of the benchmarks, and is
very close to perfect CSI beamforming under different UE
distances, which is due to the limited angle-domain sampling
step and the presence of noise. Last, the achievable rates of all
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(d) Distance estimation error v.s. User distance.
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(e) Angle estimation error v.s. User distance.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
User Distance (m)

10

12

14

16

18

20

A
ch

ie
va

bl
e 

R
at

e 
(b

it/
s/

H
z)

2.5 5.0

16.5

17.0

17.5

18.0

18.5

50 55 60

9.5

10.0

Perfect CSI beamforming
Proposed beam training
Exhaustive beam training[7]
Two-phase beam training[8]
DFT beam training

(f) Achievable rate v.s. User distance.

Fig. 4. Performance comparison of the proposed two-layer codebook based beam training scheme with the exhaustive search
based beam training scheme [8], the two-layer beam training scheme [9], and the DFT beam training scheme.

beam training schemes monotonically decrease with the UE
distance due to the more severe path-loss, and the achievable
rates of all the schemes converge as the UE distance increases
to satisfy the far-field assumption.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel two-layer codebook
based beam training scheme to realise the near-field beam
training of IRS with both low overhead and high IRS ar-
ray gain. The proposed beam training scheme is inspired
by the characteristics of the near-field beam patterns under
near-field/far-field/random-phase beamforming, which enables
efficient estimation of the distance and angle of the UE.
We analyze the effectiveness and overhead of the proposed
beam training scheme to demonstrate its superiority over the
existing benchmarks. Numerical results show that, compared
with the benchmarks, the proposed beam training scheme
provides more accurate estimation of the UE distances and
angles, hence achieving close rate with the upper bound across
the near-field region, yet with a smaller training overhead.
Moreover, it is worth noting that the proposed beam training
scheme is general and can also be applied to IRS’s far-field
region as well as BS’s transmit beam training without IRS.
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