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Abstract—As millimeter-wave (mmWave) multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) systems continue to incorporate larger
antenna arrays, the range of near-field propagation expands,
making it more likely for users close to the transmitter to
fall within the near-field regime. Traditional far-field beam
training methods are no longer effective in this context.
Additionally, near-field beam training presents challenges, since
the training codebook must account for both angular and
distance dimensions, leading to large codebook sizes. To reduce
the in-band training overhead, we propose the Sub-6G Channel-
Aided Near-field BEam SelecTion (SCAN-BEST) framework,
which is motivated by the spatial-temporal congruence between
sub-6 GHz (sub-6G) and mmWave channels. SCAN-BEST
utilizes preprocessed sub-6G channel estimates as input, and
employs a convolutional neural network (CNN) to predict the
probability of each beam being optimal within the near-field
beam training codebook. Given the prediction uncertainty arising
from the variance between sub-6G and mmWave channels, we
introduce a conformal risk control (CRC)-based module that
generates a set of beam candidates for further limited in-band
training, enabling the final beam selection to formally meet
user-defined target coverage rate. Numerical results confirm the
thereoretical properties of SCAN-BEST in terms of the achieved
coverage rate of the beam candidates and various metrics.
Moreover, SCAN-BEST enjoys good scalability and robustness
to various sub-6G system configurations, including to the sizes
of calibration datasets.

Index Terms—Near-field, beam selection, conformal risk con-
trol, sub-6G channel, deep learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Millimeter-wave (mmWave) and extremely large-scale mas-
sive multiple-input multiple-output (XL-MIMO) are recog-
nized as key enablers for 6G communication systems [1],
[2]. However, their adoption introduces unique challenges due
to the high operating frequencies and to the large antenna
array sizes, which result in a substantial increase in the
Rayleigh distance—from a few meters to several hundred
meters [3]. This significantly expands the near-field region,
where electromagnetic waves must be accurately modeled

The work of Osvaldo Simeone was partially supported by the Euro-
pean Union’s Horizon Europe project CENTRIC (101096379), by the Open
Fellowships of the EPSRC (EP/W024101/1) and by the EPSRC project
(EP/X011852/1).

Weicao Deng, Binpu Shi, and Min Li are with the College of Infor-
mation Science and Electronic Engineering and Zhejiang Provincial Key
Laboratory of Multi-Modal Communication Networks and Intelligent Infor-
mation Processing, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China (e-mail:
{caowd, bp.shi, min.li}@zju.edu.cn). (Corresponding authors: Min Li.)

Osvaldo Simeone is with the King’s Communications, Learning & Infor-
mation Processing (KCLIP) lab within the Centre for Intelligent Information
Processing Systems (CIIPS), Department of Engineering, King’s College
London, London WC2R 2LS, U.K. (e-mail: osvaldo.simeone@kcl.ac.uk).

using spherical wavefronts rather than planar approximations
[4]. Communication quality in this regime becomes highly
susceptible to blockages [5], [6], presenting significant chal-
lenges for channel state information (CSI) acquisition and
beamforming design.

This work explores the idea of using sub-6 GHz (sub-
6G) channel data to enhance mmWave communication. As
illustrated in Fig. 1, sub-6G and mmWave channels exhibit
similar power delay profiles (PDPs) [7], [8]. This congruence
suggests the potential to extract both angular and distance
information from sub-6G channels to facilitate near-field beam
selection. Nonetheless, significant challenges remain due to the
inherent differences between sub-6G and mmWave channels,
such as variations in path parameters and discrepancies in
angular and temporal resolutions. These differences introduce
uncertainties when mapping sub-6G channel data to mmWave
beams, as illustrated by the dominant path differences in
Fig. 1b. Additionally, ensuring guaranteed performance for
near-field beam selection remains an open research question
and a critical challenge.

A. Related Works and Motivations

To address these challenges, a significant number of works
[9]–[13] have focused on the angle and distance character-
istics of near-field channels, proposing various beam training
approaches. For instance, reference [9] introduced on-grid/off-
grid polar-domain simultaneous orthogonal matching pursuit
(OMP) channel estimation methods that exploit the polar-
domain sparsity of near-field channels. Reference [10] devel-
oped a two-phase beam training scheme that divides the two-
dimensional search in the polar-domain codebook into two
sequential angular and distance domain searches. Similarly,
reference [11] proposed a two-stage hierarchical beam training
method. In the first stage, the central sub-array is used to
perform a coarse search for the user direction in the angular
domain. In the second stage, a fine-grained search for the
user’s direction and distance is conducted in the polar domain.

Inspired by the integration of wireless communication and
artificial intelligence (AI), reference [12] proposed frameworks
to predict the optimal angle and distance using extensive
near-field beam training. Likewise, reference [13] developed
a framework that leverages received signals from the far-
field wide beam training. These studies rely solely on in-
band measurements and often struggle to achieve optimal
performance under a limited pilot budget or low signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) conditions.
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Fig. 1. An illustration of spatial and temporal correlation between sub-6G and mmWave channels. Each column represents a pair of sub-6G (upper row) and
mmWave (lower row) augmented angle and delay profiles. The first column describes a line-of-sight (LoS) condition, while the second column represents a
non-LoS (NLoS) condition [14].

Several studies [15]–[18] have utilized the angular domain
congruence between sub-6G and mmWave channels to as-
sist the far-field beam selection or beamforming. Building
on [15], reference [19] proposed a complex simultaneous
logit-weighted block OMP algorithm for near-field channel
estimation, which leverages the angular domain congruence
between sub-6G and mmWave channel to design the training
codebook and assign weights. However, in the context of near-
field beamforming or channel estimation, it’s not just the angle
information that is requisite; distance information is similarly
necessary.

Conformal risk control (CRC) is a widely used technique for
quantifying model uncertainty and providing risk guarantees,
which has been extensively studied in numerous previous
works in mathematics and statistics [20]–[22]. With the recent
advancements in AI, CRC has also emerged a valuable tool
for enhancing the reliability of AI systems [23]–[25]. For
example, reference [26] developed a novel delay-adaptive
spiking neural network (SNN) based inference approach that
ensures reliable decision-making at input-dependent stopping
times. Reference [27] introduced a novel probabilistic time
series-conformal risk prediction, which assembles multiple
prototype trajectories sampled from a sequence model, to
effectively represent forking uncertainties.

In the context wireless communication, references [28] was
the first to explore the application of conformal prediction
(CP), a precursor of CRC [22], in the design of AI for com-
munication systems, with focus on demodulation, modulation
classification, and channel prediction. Additionally, reference
[29] investigated federated CP in a wireless setting, proposing
a novel wireless federated CP framework for federated reliable

inference. Reference [30] futher proposed a novel method for
solving multi-label classification problems under both commu-
nication constraints and performance guarantees in distributed
sensor networks.

B. Main Contributions

The correlation between sub-6G and mmWave channels
illustrated in Fig. 1 offers promising potential for enabling
low-overhead near-field beam selection, surpassing traditional
in-band schemes. However, the non-negligible discrepancies
between these two frequency bands introduce substantial
uncertainty in predicting mmWave near-field beams based
on sub-6G information. To address this challenge, we de-
velop Sub-6GHz Channel Aided Near-field BEam SelecTion
(SCAN-BEST), a framework combining deep learning for
beam prediction with CRC to ensure reliability guarantee. Our
main contributions are summarized as follows:

1) We develop the SCAN-BEST, a framework that enables
reliable sub-6G channel-aided near-field beam selection.
SCAN-BEST begins with an efficient preprocessing step
to enhance the structural representation of the angular and
distance information in the raw sub-6G channel estimates.
A two-dimensional (2D) convolutional neural network
(CNN) is then employed to predict the probabilities of
optimal near-field beams. Subsequently, a CRC-based
scheme efficiently constructs a near-field candidate beam
set that formally meets a target coverage rate. This allows
the network to guarantee that a user-defined level of
suboptimality in beam selection is ensured with any pre-
defined probability. Finally, additional limited mmWave
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Fig. 2. An illustration of system model and beamforming architecture.

beam training is carried out to identify the near-field
beam.

2) We conduct comprehensive numerical simulations to val-
idate the efficiency of SCAN-BEST by comparing it with
various mmWave and sub-6G-based baselines. The cal-
ibration performance is evaluated across different target
coverage rates and calibration dataset sizes. Furthermore,
we examine the scalability of SCAN-BEST by varying
the quality of sub-6G data, including changes in the
number of sub-6G antennas and the power levels in sub-
6G channel estimation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II describes the system model and formulates the problem
of sub-6G channel-aided near-field beam selection as well as
its calibration. Section III elaborates on the proposed SCAN-
BEST framework from its implementation. In Section IV-A,
we present and discuss the numerical results to validate the
effectiveness of SCAN-BEST. Section V provides conclusions
for this paper.

Notations: Scalars, vectors and matrices are respectively
denoted by lower/upper case, boldface lower case and bold-
face upper case letters. Notation Im represents an m × m
identity matrix. CN (0, σ2) is a zero-mean complex Gaussian
distribution with variance σ2. The function card(X ) returns
the cardinality of set X . The notation A×B is also used for
the Cartesian product of the sets {1, 2, ..., A} and {1, 2, ..., B}
with integers A and B. Moreover, to distinguish between
the sub-6G system and mmWave system, we use (·) to
indicate parameters corresponding to the sub-6G system, as
exemplified by x.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As depicted in Fig. 2, as in [15]–[17], we consider a dual-
band system comprising a BS and single UE. Both the BS and
UE are equipped with two transceivers that operate in sub-
6G frequencies and mmWave frequencies, respectively. The
UE is assumed to have a single antenna in both mmWave
and sub-6G frequencies. As for the BS, the mmWave system

is equipped a uniform linear array (ULA) with Nt half-
wavelength antennas, and it adopts a fully analog beamforming
architecture. In contract, its sub-6G system is equipped with Nt
half-wavelength ULA antennas, and it employs a fully digital
beamforming architecture. In the rest of this section, we will
define the mmWave and sub-6G radio interfaces, as well as
the problem definition.

A. MmWave Downlink Communication and Channel Model

We consider a wideband mmWave orthogonal frequency
division multiplex (OFDM) system operating at the center
frequency fc with a total system bandwidth W and K sub-
carriers. The sampling period Ts is given by Ts = 1/W , and
the number of channel taps at the resolution Ts is denoted
as D. The signal transmitted at the k-th subcarrier st,k ∈ C
follows the complex Gaussian distribution CN (0, Pt/K) with
Pt being the total transmitting power. Denote as f the analog
beam applied by the BS, the received signal of the UE at the
k-th subcarrier yk ∈ C can be written as [31]

yk = hH
k fst,k + nk, (1)

where hH
k ∈ C1×Nt denotes the frequency-domain channel

from the BS to the UE at the k-th subcarrier, and nk ∼
CN (0, σ2

n ) is the additive noise with the variance σ2
n .

We adopt a wideband geometric channel model consisting
of a total of L paths between the BS and the UE. To account
for large arrays, we model the extended near-field range via
spherical wave-fronts [3]. The channel gain, angle of departure
(AoD), and time of arrival (ToA) of the l-th path between the
BS and the UE are denoted by gl, θl, and τl, respectively.
Futuremore, if the l-th path is in line of sight (LOS), the
additional path parameter rl is used to denote the distance
between the BS and the UE, while otherwise, rl denotes the
distance between the BS and the scatterer in the l-th path of
the UE. Overall, the delay-d mmWave channel tap from the
BS to UE, denoted as hH

d ∈ C1×Nt , is given by [15]

hH
d =

√
Nt

L∑
l=1

glp(dTs − τl)b
H(θl, rl), (2)
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for d = 1, . . . , D, where p(·) denote the pulse-shaping filter,
and the steering vector bH(θl, rl) is given by

bH(θl, rl) =
1

Nt
[e−j2π(r

(0)
l −rl), . . . , e−j2π(r

(Nt−1)
l −rl)], (3)

with r
(n)
l =

√
r2l + δ(n)

2
(λ/2)2 − rlθlδ(n)λ, with δ(n) =

(2n−Nt − 1)/2 [3]. Based on the delay-d channel tap in (2),
the frequency-domain mmWave channel at the k-th subcarrier,
hH
k ∈ C1×Nt is given by

hH
k =

D∑
d=1

hH
d e−j 2πk

K d, (4)

for k = 1, . . . ,K. For notational convenience, we denote the
overall frequency-domain mmWave OFDM channel as H ≜
[h1, . . . ,hK ]H .

B. Sub-6G Uplink Channel Estimation and Channel Model

The sub-6G link between BS and UE operates at the center
frequency fc, with a total bandwidth W , number of subcarriers
K, sampling period Ts = 1/W , and number of channel taps
D. Due to the more abundant scattering and diffraction of sub-
6G propagation with respect to (w.r.t.) the mmWave band,
there typically exist L > L paths between the BS and UE
[7], [15]. We denote the gain, angle of arrival (AoA), time
of arrival (ToA) of the l-th channel path with g

l
, θl, and τ l,

respectively. Due to the shorter Rayleigh distance of the sub-
6G system compared to the mmWave system, the UE is likely
to be located in either the far-field or near-field region of the
sub-6G system. Thus, similar to the latest work [19], the sub-
6G channel between the BS and the UE is modeled under two
cases.

When the UE is located in the far-field region, the delay-d
sub-6G channel tap from the UE to BS hd ∈ CNt×1 is given
by [15]

hd =

L∑
l=1

g
l
p(dTs − τ l)a(θl), (5)

for d = 1, . . . , D, where the steering vector a(θl) is

a(θl) = [1, e−jπ sin(θl), . . . , e−jπ(Nt−1) sin(θl)]T . (6)

When the UE is located in the near-field region, hd is similar
to the mmWave near-field one and thus will not be elaborated
further here.

Using (5), the frequency-domain sub-6G channel at the k-th
subcarrier hk ∈ CNt×1 is given by

hk =

D∑
d=1

hde
−j 2πk

K d, (7)

for k = 1, . . . ,K.
Through a fully digital receiver architecture in the sub-6G

system, the frequency-domain channels at the K subcarriers
can be estimated via sub-6G pilot transmission. To this end,
the UE sends the uplink pilot signal sp,k =

√
Ps/K at the k-

th subcarrier with Ps being the total power of the pilot signal.
The received signals by the BS at the k-th subcarrier y

p,k
can

be written as

y
k,p

= hksp,k + nk, (8)

where nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
n INt) denotes the noise vector with σ2

n
being the sub-6G noise power. The frequency-domain sub-6G
channel estimate at the k-th subcarrier ĥk can be obtained via
a low-complexity least square (LS) algorithm, which is given
by

ĥk = y
p,k

s−1
p,k. (9)

We denote the frequency-domain sub-6G OFDM channel
estimate as Ĥ ≜ [ ĥ1, . . . , ĥK ]H .

C. Problem Formulation
Following prior works [10], [32], we consider the problem

of beam selection from a predefined near-field codebook.
Specifically, we adopt the polar codebook introduced in [9],
denoted as W ≜ (wn,s)Nt×S , where the numbers of candidate
angles and distances are equal to the number of mmWave
transmit antennas, Nt, and to an integer parameter S, re-
spectively. Each codeword wn,s = b(θn, rn,s) in the set W
corresponds to the (n, s)-th angle-distance sector, with

θn = arcsin

(
−1 + 2n

Nt

)
,

rn,s =
(1− sin(θn))

2
N2

t d
2

2sβ2λ
, (10)

where β is the correlation parameter between neighboring
codewords [9].

For a given mmWave channel sample H, the optimal beam
f⋆ is defined as the codeword in set W that maximizes the
average spectral efficiency, i.e., as

f⋆ = wn⋆,s⋆ = argmax
wn,s∈W

R(wn,s,H), (11)

where the average spectral efficiency is given by

R(wn,s,H) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2

(
1 +

Pt
K |hH

k wn,s|2

σ2
n

)
. (12)

Most previous works [9]–[13] have focused on in-band
beam training to determine the optimal near-field beam (11).
However, these methods typically require a substantial number
of pilots. As in [16], [19], [33], [34], we explore the potential
of sub-6G information for near-field beam selection to reduce
pilot overhead. Specifically, in order to account for the inherent
uncertainty associated with the mapping from sub-6G infor-
mation to mmWave beam selection, we propose to operate as
follows:
1 Sub-6G-based candidate beam selection: Construct a

candidate beam set C(Ĥ) based on the sub-6G channel
estimate Ĥ.

2 MmWave beam training: Perform limited mmWave beam
training within the set C(Ĥ) to choose a beam f = wn̂,ŝ ∈
C(Ĥ).

Traditional designs for candidate beam selection, such as top-
K [16] and probability sum-based methods [34] lack theoret-
ical guarantees on the quality of the pre-selected candidate
beam set. Thus, the subsequent mmWave beam training may
fail to return a well-performing beam in the codebook W with
a probability exceeding user’s requirements.

To formalize theoretical guarantees for the candidate beam
set, we first introduce a relaxed notion of beam optimality. To



5

𝐇" 𝐆

A
ugm

ented
discrete angle 

and delay transform
ation

(A
D

A
D

T)

Sub-6G OFDM 
channel estimate

1. ADADT-based near-field beam prediction 
(ADADT-P)

Input Output
𝐏

𝐏 ∈ ℝ!
𝑵𝒕×𝑺

2. Candidate beam set selection

𝐔

Calculate matrix 𝐔 ∈ ℝ!
𝑵𝒕×𝑺, where

𝐔%,' = 𝑢(𝐰%,', |𝐆|). 

|𝐆|

3. MmWave beam training

Candidate beam set 
𝓒𝝀" 𝐆 =

{𝐰#,%: 𝐔#,% ≤ 𝝀*}

Beam training using 
codewords in 𝒞𝝀)(|𝐆|)

=0

>1

𝐜𝐚𝐫𝐝(𝒞𝝀)(|𝐆|))

Determine the codeword 
with maximum probability 
in 𝐏 as near-field beam 𝐟

=1 Take only codeword 
in 𝒞𝝀)(|𝐆|) as 𝐟

Beam selection network !!⋆(. )

Fig. 3. The overall design of the SCAN-BEST framework.

this end, for any beam f , we denote the suboptimality ratio as
the ratio of the rate achieved by beam f and the rate of the
optimal beam f⋆, i.e.,

r(f ,H) =
R(f ,H)

R(f⋆,H)
. (13)

Then, a beam f is said to be ϵ-suboptimal if it satisfies the
condition

r(f ,H) ⩾ 1− ϵ, (14)

where ϵ, with 0 ⩽ ϵ ⩽ 1, is the suboptimality factor.
In practice, the parameter ϵ is typically set in the range
0 ⩽ ϵ ⩽ 0.2, with ϵ = 0 identifying the optimal beam f⋆.

In this paper, unlike prior studies [9], [10], [32], we aim to
design a sub-6G information-aided solution that guarantees a
user-specified probability 1 − α ∈ [0, 1] of identifying an ϵ-
suboptimal beam. Specifically, given a target suboptimal ratio
ϵ, we wish to ensure that the probability of failing to obtain
an ϵ-suboptimal beam is no larger than α, i.e.,

Pr (r(f ,H) < 1− ϵ) ⩽ α. (15)

Condition (15) is satisfied, for a well-designed mmWave
training phase, as long as the probability that the candidate
beam set C(Ĥ) contains none codewords with suboptimality
smaller than ϵ does not exceed α, i.e.,

Pr
(
∄w ∈ C(Ĥ) : r(w,H) ⩽ 1− ϵ

)
⩽ α. (16)

We will refer to the probability in (16) as the miscoverage
probability.

III. SUB-6G CHANNEL AIDED NEAR-FIELD BEAM
SELECTION FRAMEWORK

In this section, we first present an overview of SCAN-BEST,
and then elaborate on its implementation.

A. Overview of SCAN-BEST

SCAN-BEST builds on deep learning for feature extraction
[35] and on the statistical methodology of CRC [22]. For
given suboptimal parameter ϵ and miscoverage probability
α, SCAN-BEST, as illustrated in Fig. 3, proceeds along the
following three stages:

1) Augmented discrete angle and delay transformation-
based near-field beam prediction (ADADT-P): Struc-
tural information about multipath angles and distances is
extracted from the raw sub-6G OFDM channel estimate
Ĥ using the augmented discrete angle and delay transfor-
mation (ADADT) [36]. The extracted features are used

as input to a deep learning model trained to assign each
codeword in the codebook W an estimated probability of
being the optimal near-field beam [17].

2) Sub-6G-based candidate beam set selection: Using the
predicted probabilities for all candidate codewords in W ,
CRC is leveraged to select a near-field candidate beam
subset C(Ĥ) that ensures the desired target coverage rate
condition in (16).

3) MmWave beam training: The near-field beam is deter-
mined by performing limited beam training only along
the codeword within the candidate beam subset C(Ĥ).

B. ADADT-based Near-Field Beam Prediction

In the first stage, we apply ADADT [36] to the sub-6G
OFDM channel estimate Ĥ ≜ [ ĥ1, . . . , ĥK ] for the purpose
of extracting informative angle and delay attributes. These
features are then used to predict the optimal beam in the
codebook W . Following [36], we introduce two oversampled
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrices, A ∈ CNt×Nt and
V ∈ CK×M with (M > K), which correspond to the an-
gular DFT matrix and the temporal DFT matrix, respectively.
Specifically, matrix A is given by

A = [a(ϕ1), . . . ,a(ϕNt)], (17)

where ϕn = arcsin(−1+2(n−1)/Nt), for all n = 1, . . . , Nt,
and

a(ϕn) =
1√
Nt

[1, ejπ sin(ϕn), . . . , ejπ(Nt−1) sin(ϕn)]T . (18)

Similarly, matrix V is given by

V = [v(ζ1), . . . ,v(ζM )], (19)

where ζm = K(m− 1)/(WM) for all m = 1, 2, . . . ,M , and

v(ζm) =
1√
K

[1, e−j2πζm , . . . , e−j2πζt(K−1)]T . (20)

With these matrices, we decompose the channel estimate Ĥ
as

G = AHĤV, (21)

where G ∈ CNt×M represents the augmented discrete angle
and delay profile of Ĥ.

As illustrated in Fig. 1a, each element in G corresponds
to the gain of an individual angle-delay bin, indicating the
likelihood of a strong path’s presence in the given bin [15].
Accordingly, the angle, distance, and energy information of
paths are mainly contained in the absolute values of the
elements of G. Therefore, we adopt for beam prediction the
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features given by the entry-wise absolute value if matrix G,
i.e., |G|.

A neural network is introduced to map the input matrix |G|
to a probability matrix P ∈ [0, 1]Nt×S , where the entry Pn,s

represents the predicted probability that the codeword wn,s is
the optimal near-field beam. As depicted in Fig. 3, the mapping
between matrices |G| and P, denoted as P = Pθ(|G|),
is parameterized with a vector θ, and constructed using 2D
CNN blocks. The 2D CNN blocks are arranged sequentially,
with each block consisting of Conv2D, BatchNorm2D, ReLU,
and MaxPool2D layers. Moreover, to ensure that the network’s
output forms a valid probability matrix, a softmax activation
function is applied in the last layer of the network.

In order to train the neural network mapping P = Pθ(|G|),
we assume the availability of a dataset Dtr ≜ {|Gi|, n⋆

i , s
⋆
i }

Ntr
i=1

associating a feature matrix |Gi| with the corresponding
index (n⋆

i , s
⋆
i ) of the optimal beam in (11). Training is done

by minimizing the standard cross-entropy loss, yielding the
optimized parameter

θ⋆ = argmax
θ

{
−

Ntr∑
i=1

logPθ,n⋆
i ,s

⋆
i
(|Gi|)

}
, (22)

where Pθ,n⋆
i ,s

⋆
i
(|Gi|) is the (n⋆

i , s
⋆
i )-th entry of matrix

Pθ(|Gi|).

C. Sub-6G-based Candidate Beam Set Selection

Given the trained model Pθ⋆(·) in (22), and given an input
|G|, SCAN-BEST evaluate a negatively oriented score for
codeword wn,s, namely

u(n, s, |G|) = − logPmax(|G|)− logPn,s(|G|), (23)

where Pmax(|G|) = max
n,s∈Nt×S

Pn,s(|G|) and Pn,s(|G|) =

Pθ⋆,n,s(|G|). The term − logPmax(|G|) is referred to as the
Rényi min-entropy for the predictive conditional probabil-
ity Pθ⋆(|G|), which provide a measure of the uncertainty
of the model Pθ⋆(·) regarding this prediction with input
|G| [37]. Adding this term to the negative log-likelihood
− logPn,s(|G|) degrades the score u(n, s, |G|) when the
predictive uncertainty is high. Recall, in fact, that a smaller
value of the score u(n, s, |G|) indicates that the codeword
wn,s is predicted to be more likely to be optimal.

The subset Cλ(|G|) of candidate beams includes all code-
words in set W whose scores (23) are no larger than a
threshold λ, i.e.,

Cλ(|G|) = {wn,s ∈ W : u(n, s, |G|) ⩽ λ} . (24)

In order to select the threshold λ so that the coverage
condition (16) is satisfied, we adopt CRC [22]. To this end,
we assume a held-out calibration dataset Dcal ≜ {Ĥi,Hi}Ncal

i=1,
where Ĥi is the sub-6G channel estimate and Hi is a corre-
sponding ground-truth mmWave channel. Using the calibration
dataset, the probability (16) is estimated, and the estimate is
evaluated as a function of the threshold λ. This evaluation is
leveraged to find a threshold that satisfies the inequality (16).

Specifically, using the channel estimate Ĥi, the correspond-
ing Gi is obtained using (21). Then, the set Cλ(|Gi|) is eval-
uated using (24) for all calibration data points i = 1, . . . , Ncal.

_̂
_

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

'̂
(_
) ...

U + U−1
#cal

Fig. 4. A simple illustration of R̂(λ) (blue line), the orange line denotes the
desired risk level.

Finally, the miscoverage probability (16) is estimated using
the calibration data set as

R̂(λ) =
1

Ncal

Ncal∑
i=1

1 (∄w ∈ Cλ(|Gi|) : r(w,Hi) ⩾ 1− ϵ) .

(25)

Proposition 1. The subset Cλ̂(|G|) in (24) with the threshold

λ̂ = inf

{
λ ∈ R : R̂(λ) ⩽ α+

α− 1

Ncal

}
(26)

attains the target coverage rate 1 − α in (16) for any input
|G| and any predictive model Pθ⋆(·).

Accordingly, as illustrated in Fig. 4, the threshold is selected
so that the miscoverage probability (25) satisfies the condition
(16) with the caveat that the reliability requirement is made
stricter—from α to α+(α−1)/Ncal. Note that the added term
in the coverage probability α decreases to zero as Ncal → ∞.

Finding the threshold (26) is computationally straightfor-
ward given that the empirical risk R̂(λ) is monotonically
non-increasing relative to λ (see Fig. 4). Furthermore, a
threshold satisfying the condition (26) always exists, since the
choice λ = maxi∈{1,...,Ncal} u(n

⋆
i , s

⋆
i , |Gi|) yields R̂(λ) = 0.

Following the properties of CRC [22], this choice of the
threshold ensures the condition (16).

D. MmWave Beam Training

For a given input |G|, the candidate beam set Cλ̂(|G|) may
have any cardinality between zero and NtS. Accordingly, the
mmWave training stage operates as follows:
1) If the set Cλ̂(|G|) is empty, SCAN-BEST selects the most-

likely codeword corresponding to the maximum probability
in P as the final beam f .

2) If the set Cλ̂(|G|) has cardinality equal to 1, the only
codeword in Cλ̂(|G|) is selected as the final beam f .

3) If the set Cλ̂(|G|) has cardinality larger than 1, mmWave
beam training is performed to select final beam f .

MmWave training leverages the transmission of pilot sym-
bols in the uplink of the mmWave band. To elaborate, let
sp,k =

√
Ps/K denote the uplink pilot signal at the k-

th subcarrier, where Ps represents the total power allocated
for pilot transmission. When employing the codeword w, the
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Fig. 5. An illustration of simulation setup.

corresponding received signal at the k-th subcarrier, denoted
as yw,k, is given by:

yw,k = wThk sp,k +wTnk, (27)

where nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
n INt) denotes the noise vector with

variance σ2
n . Based on the received signal (27), the final beam

f is selected as the codeword corresponding to the maximum
received power:

f = argmax
w∈Cλ̂(|G|)

K∑
k=1

|yw,k|2. (28)

If more pilots are transmitted per beam, the average power is
computed in (28).

The entire implementation of SCAN-BEST framework is
summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 SCAN-BEST

Input: Sub-6G OFDM channel estimates Ĥ, target miscoverage rate
α

Output: Near-field beam f
1: Convert Ĥ into its ADADT form G using (21)
2: Produce the ADADT-P near-field beam probability matrix

Pθ⋆(|G|)
3: Construct near-field candidate beam set Cλ̂(|G|) via (24)
4: if Cλ̂(|G|) is empty, i.e., card(Cλ̂(|G|)) = 0 then
5: Identify the codeword with the largest probability in P =

Pθ⋆ as the near-field beam f
6: else if card(Cλ̂(|G|)) = 1 then
7: Assign the only codeword in Cλ̂(|G|) as f
8: else
9: Conduct uplink beam training using the codewords in

Cλ̂(|G|) and then select the codeword with the strongest received
signal power as f using (28)

10: end if

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present experimental results to validate
the performance of SCAN-BEST.

A. Simulation Scenario and System Parameter Setup

As depicted in Fig. 5, we consider an indoor scenario within
an area of dimensions 13.2 m × 26.5 m. The BS with height
2.5 m, is located at the center of the area. The UE is randomly
placed within the area, with a height of 1 m. The UE is
assumed at to be the height of 1 m, and it can be located

TABLE I
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Notations Parameters Values

fc, fc
Operating frequency of

mmWave, sub-6G system (GHz) 73, 3.5

W , W Bandwidth of
mmWave, sub-6G system (MHz) 200, 80

K, K Number of subcarriers
of mmWave, sub-6G system 64, 32

Nt, Nt
Number of mmWave, sub-6G

antennas at the BS 256, 16

Pt, Ps
Total power of mmWave

downlink, uplink pilot (dBm) 25, 25

Ps
Power of sub-6G

pilot signals (dBm) 10

σ2
n , σ2

n
Noise power of

mmWave, sub-6G system (dBm)
−173.8 + 90 + 10 log10(W )
−173.8 + 90 + 10 log10(W )

S, β
Number of candidate distances
and correlation parameter of W 7, 1.6

TABLE II
NETWORK PARAMETERS

Input/Output
Channel Layers Convolution

Kernels

(1, 32) {Conv2D, BatchNorm2D, ReLU} × 2,
MaxPool2D (8, 4)

(32, 64) idem (5, 3)
(64, 128) idem (5, 3)

(128, 256) idem (5, 3)
(256, 256) Conv2D, BatchNorm2D (3, 3)

(256, 128) Upsample, Conv2D, BatchNorm2D, ReLU
Conv2D, BatchNorm2D (3, 3)

(128, 64) idem (7, 3)
(64, 32) idem (7, 3)
(32, 16) idem (7, 3)
(16, 8) idem (7, 3)
(8, 1) Conv2D (7, 3)

/ Flatten, Softmax, Reshape /

anywhere within the room, leading to the LoS condition or
NLoS conditions. More detailed system parameters are listed
in Table I, with exceptions marked explicitly in the text.

We first collect a total of 10,000 samples from the above
indoor scenario via a ray-tracing software [14], each of
which consists of a pair of sub-6G channel estimate and true
mmWave channel {Ĥ,H}. These samples are randomly split
for training, validating, calibration, and testing, respectively,
with the ratio of 50%, 10%, 20%, and 20%, respectively.
The network Pθ(·) is set up using the parameters provided
in Table II, and is trained using the Adam optimizer with
a batch size of 128, an initial learning rate of 0.0002, and
the learning rate scheduler “ReduceLROnPlateau” [38]. This
scheduler automatically reduces the learning rate when the
model’s performance on the validation set ceases to improve
or demonstrates only marginal improvements over a specified
number of training epochs. The maximum training epoch is set
to 200, and, to prevent overfitting, a classical early stopping
criterion is adopted, which stops the training process if the
validation loss does not improve for a certain number of
epochs.
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TABLE III
BASELINE METHODS

Method Category Method Predictive Model Candidate Beam Subset MmWave Beam Training

MmWave-based
baselines

EBS [10] % % Exhaustive search with NtS pilots
FNBS [10] % % Two-stage search with Nt + 3S pilots

Sub 6GHz-based
baselines

SPBS + Top-K SPBS Top-K

Limited mmWave beam training
within candidate beam set

SPBS + PS SPBS PS
SPBS + CRC SPBS CRC

ADADT-P + Top-K ADADT-P Top-K
ADADT-P + PS ADADT-P PS

Our method SCAN-BEST ADADT-P CRC

B. Performance Metrics and Baselines

To comprehensively assess the overall performance of pro-
posed SCAN-BEST, we evaluate the following performance
metrics:

• Achieved coverage rate: the complement of the prob-
ability (15), quantifying the probability that a codeword
in Cλ̂(|G|) satisfies the condition in (14) over the testing
dataset;

• Average suboptimality ratio: the average suboptimality
ratio (14) evaluated over the testing dataset.

As benchmarks, we consider two classical methods to select
the candidate beam subset based the given predictive model.

• Top-K selection [16]: Identify the K codewords with
the highest predictive probabilities to form the candidate
beam set.

• Probability sum (PS) selection [34]: Choose the small-
est set of codewords whose cumulative predictive proba-
bility exceeds a predefined threshold (set to 0.99 unless
otherwise specified) to form the candidate beam set.

Specifically, we analyze the performance of mmWave and
sub 6GHz-based baselines listed in Table III. These include
different combination of predictive model and beam selection
scheme. One of the considered predictors is the proposed
ADADT-P, while the other is an adaptation of the method
from [33] for the single-user scenario. This method, denoted as
SPBS, employs a neural network to predict the optimal near-
field beam probabilities directly from sub-6G pilot signals.
Furthermore, we evaluate the following schemes that do not
leverage sub-6G information:

• Exhaustive beam search (EBS) [10]: This scheme
conducts the beam training across all codewords in the
near-field polar-domain codebook W , requiring Nt × S
mmWave pilots.

• Fast near-field beam search (FNBS) [10]: This scheme
first performs angle-domain beam sweeping to identify
high-gain angle indices and then uses the polar-domain
codebook to sweep the distance range corresponding to
the selected angles.

C. Coverage Rate Guarantee of SCAN-BEST

To start, we evaluate the reliability guarantees provided by
SCAN-BEST in term of coverage rate (16). Fig. 6 presents
the achieved coverage rates, along with the sizes of the
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Fig. 6. Achieved coverage rates and average sizes of candidate beam subset
of SCAN-BEST and baselines for ϵ = 0.15.

candidate beam subsets for SCAN-BEST and for sub 6GHz-
based baselines when the suboptimality target is ϵ = 0.15. For
results with other values of ϵ, refer to Fig. 11 in Appendix A.
Confirming the theory [Proposition 1], with the help of CRC,
both SCAN-BEST and SPBS + CRC, combining the SPBS
prediction and CRC, can achieve the target coverage rate by
dynamically increasing the size of candidate beam subset.
Thanks to the more use of a more effective predictor, ADADT-
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(b) 1− α = 0.75
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Fig. 7. Box plots for the achieved coverage rate and the size of the candidate beam subset under different calibration dataset sizes, with target coverage rates
1− α of (a) 0.75, (b) 0.85, and (c) 0.95. The red lines denote the target coverage rates 1− α, while “M” indicates the mean.

P, SCAN-BEST requires a smaller candidate beam subset size
as compared to SPBS + CRC to achieve the same coverage
rate.

In contrast, the baselines using candidate beam subsets
constructed via Top-K or PS achieve only fixed coverage
rates, as their candidate beam subsets cannot be dynamically
adjusted to meet specific target coverage rates. Furthermore,
when achieving the same coverage rate as ADADT-P + Top-5
and ADADT-P + PS, SCAN-BEST attains smaller candidate
beam subsets. Specifically, the average sizes of the candidate
beam subsets for ADADT-P + Top-5 and ADADT-P + PS=0.99
are 5 and 33.9 for α = 0.086 and α = 0.106, respectively,
while those for SCAN-BEST are 4.2 and 2.8, respectively.

D. Impact of the Size of Calibration Dataset

Here, we analyze the achieved coverage rate and candi-
date beam subset size when varying the calibration dataset
sizes. Fixing the suboptimality parameter ϵ = 0.15 and the
target coverage rates 1 − α = 0.75, 0.85, 0.95, and taking
SCAN-BEST as an example, Fig. 7 presents key statistical
characteristics of the achieved coverage rate and candidate
beam subset size for different calibration dataset sizes. The
box plots, showing median (horizontal line), first inter-quartile
intervals (box), and support (whiskers) are evaluated with 15
independent experiments. The results show that, regardless of
the dataset size, the average achieved coverage rate remains
above the target coverage rate. Larger dataset sizes offer
more reliable guarantees for the coverage rate and a more
stable size of the candidate beam subset. Finally, higher target
coverage rates generally demand smaller calibration datasets.
For instance, for the same calibration dataset size Ncal, the
inter-quartile ranges of achieved coverage rates at 1−α = 0.95
are narrower than those at 1− α = 0.75 and 1− α = 0.85.

E. Comparison with MmWave-based Methods
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Fig. 8. Comparison of the average suboptimality ratio and of the number
of pilot symbols for SACN-BEST, mmWave-based, and sub 6GHz-based
baselines.

Fig. 8 compares the average suboptimality ratio and the
number of pilot symbols of SACN-BEST, mmWave-based, and
sub 6GHz-based baselines. Given the average suboptimality
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Fig. 9. Achieved coverage rates, average sizes of candidate beam subset, and average suboptimality ratios for SCAN-BEST and baselines under different
numbers of sub-6G antennas.
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Fig. 10. Achieved coverage rates, average sizes of candidate beam subset, and average suboptimality ratios for SCAN-BEST and baselines under different
powers of sub-6G channel estimation.

ratio of FNBS (0.9074), we set the target coverage rate of
SCAN-BEST and SPBS + CRC as 1 − α = 0.91. SCAN-
BEST, ADADT-P + Top-5, and SPBS + CRC achieve the
higher average suboptimality ratio than FNBS while using only
an average of 4.2, 5, and 15.8 mmWave pilots, respectively.
Moreover, the lower mmWave pilot consumption of SCAN-
BEST compared to ADADT-P + Top-5 and SPBS + CRC
further demonstrates the efficiency of the combination of
ADADT-P and CRC.

F. Impact of Sub-6G System Parameters

1) Impact of Sub-6G Channel Estimation Power: Following
the previous setting of 1 − α = 0.91 and ϵ = 0.15, we
investigate the impact of the sub-6G channel estimation power,
Ps, on the performance of SCAN-BEST. Fig. 9 shows that both
SCAN-BEST and SPBS + CRC reliably maintain coverage
rate guarantee 1−α = 0.91, regardless of the power Ps. When
Ps decreases, the candidate beam subset dynamically expands
to satisfy the target coverage rate. Furthermore, we assess
the generalization capability of SCAN-BEST by applying
ADADT-P trained at Ps = 0 dBm, denoted by “SCAN-BEST-
0dBm”, to test on datasets characterized by different power Ps.
SCAN-BEST-0dBm exhibits similar perfsormance to SCAN-
BEST, which is attributed to the fact that CRC is a model-
free calibration approach. In contrast, baselines using the
Top-K and PS candidate beam subsets inevitably experience
performance degradation or fluctuation as the power Ps varies.

2) Impact of the Number of Sub-6G Antennas: Similarly,
under the setting of 1 − α = 0.91 and ϵ = 0.15, SCAN-
BEST and SPBS + CRC provides a reliable coverage rate
guarantee of 0.91, regardless of the number of antennas Nt,
as shown in Fig. 10. In scenarios with low number of antennas
Nt, which leads to poor angle resolution, both SCAN-BEST
and SPBS + CRC dynamically expand their candidate beam
subsets. However, SCAN-BEST maintains smaller candidate
beam subsets due to the efficiency of ADADT-P.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose SCAN-BEST, a novel theoretically
principled framework to enhance near-field beam selection
while ensuring a guaranteed coverage rate. The framework
employs a 2D CNN to exploit the spatial-temporal congru-
ence between sub-6G and mmWave channels, enabling the
prediction of the optimal near-field beam probabilities from
sub-6G ADADT data. A novel CRC-based module constructs
a near-field candidate beam set with formal optimality guar-
antees, which is refined through mmWave beam training
to determine the final near-field beam. Extensive numerical
evaluations demonstrate the effectiveness of SCAN-BEST
in ensuring statistical suboptimality performance level. The
proposed framework also achieves reliable calibration across
various target coverage rates. Furthermore, SCAN-BEST ex-
hibits excellent scalability and robustness across diverse sub-
6G system parameters. Future work may focus on leveraging
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CRC to develop reliable beamforming schemes for multi-user
dual-band systems and multi-modality-aided scenarios.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Given the pretrained distribution Pθ⋆(|G|) and the defi-
nition of the candidate beam subset Cλ(|G|) in (24), where
G is obtained from Ĥ via (21), the miscoverage probability
requirement in (16) can be expressed as

Pr (∄w ∈ Cλ(|G|) : r(w,H) ⩾ 1− ϵ) ⩽ α, (29)

where the probability is taken over the underlying distribution
of {Ĥ,H}.

We define a loss function ℓ(Ĥ,H, λ) ∈ {0, 1} as

ℓ(Ĥ,H, λ) = 1 (∄w ∈ Cλ(|G|) : r(w,H) ⩾ 1− ϵ) . (30)

As a result, the miscoverage probability requirement in (16)
is equivalent to

Pr
(
ℓ(Ĥ,H, λ) = 1

)
⩽ α, (31)

which can be expressed as

E
[
ℓ(Ĥ,H, λ)

]
⩽ α. (32)

Thus, the miscoverage probability requirement in (16) is
equivalent to the risk control problem in (32).

The empirical risk function R̂(λ) in (25) can be written as

R̂(λ) =
1

Ncal

Ncal∑
i=1

ℓ(Ĥi,Hi, λ). (33)

With a little abuse of notation, we denote ℓ(Ĥi,Hi, λ)
as ℓi(λ), hence R̂(λ) can be expressed as R̂(λ) =∑Ncal

i=1 ℓi(λ)/Ncal. Here, we introduce an auxiliary risk function
R̂f(λ) accounting for both calibration samples {Ĥi,Hi}Ncal

i=1

and a future sample {ĤNcal+1,HNcal+1}, which is given by

R̂f(λ) =
1

Ncal + 1

Ncal+1∑
i=1

ℓi(λ). (34)

Proposition 2. The functions ℓi(λ) is monotonically non-
increasing w.r.t. λ.

Proof. For an arbitrary pair {Ĥi,Hi}, assume λ1 < λ2, and
consider two candidate beam sets Cλ1

(|Gi|) = {wn,s ∈
W : u(n, s, |G|) ⩽ λ1} and Cλ2

(|Gi|) = {wn,s ∈ W :
u(n, s, |G|) ⩽ λ2}. For any wn,s ∈ Cλ1(|Gi|), it follows
u(n, s, |Gi|) ⩽ λ1 ⩽ λ2, which implies wn,s ∈ Cλ2(|G|).
Hence, we have the implication

λ1 < λ2 =⇒ Cλ1
(|Gi|) ⊂ Cλ2

(|Gi|).
It can be also seen that the inequality ℓi(λ1) ⩾ ℓi(λ2) holds.

We also have

R̂f(λ) =
Ncal

Ncal + 1
R̂(λ) +

ℓNcal+1(λ)

Ncal + 1
(a)

⩽
Ncal

Ncal + 1
R̂(λ) +

1

Ncal + 1
, (35)

where condition (a) holds because ℓNcal+1(λ) ∈ {0, 1} ⩽ 1.
Then, using the optimized λ̂ in (26), we obtain that

Ncal

Ncal + 1
R̂(λ̂) +

1

Ncal + 1
⩽ α. (36)

According to the inequality in (35), this implies that

R̂f(λ̂) ⩽
Ncal

Ncal+1 R̂(λ̂) + 1
Ncal+1 ⩽ α,

⇓
R̂f(λ̂) ⩽ α.

(37)

Introducing λ̂′ = inf{λ ∈ R : R̂f(λ) ⩽ α}, we know that
λ̂′ ⩽ λ̂. Thus, according to Proposition 2, we obtain

E[ℓNcal+1(λ̂)] ⩽ E[ℓNcal+1(λ̂
′)]. (38)

In mathematics, a bag (also called a multiset) is a collection
where elements can appear more than once.

Lemma 1 (From [39]). If the random variables x1, . . . , xn,
xn+1 are exchangeable, and conditioned on the bag of real-
ization of {x1, . . . , xn, xn+1}, the random variable xn+1 is
uniformly distributed in the set {x1, . . . , xn, xn+1}.

Since the calibration samples {Ĥi,Hi}Ncal
i=1 and the future

sample {ĤNcal+1,HNcal+1} are i.i.d. from the same scenario,
they are exchangeable. According to the exchangeability-
preserving theorem (Theorem 3 in [21]), the functions
ℓ1(λ), . . . , ℓNcal(λ), ℓNcal+1(λ) are also exchangeable, and we
obtain

ℓNcal+1(λ) ∼ Uniform (ℓ1(λ), . . . , ℓNcal(λ), ℓNcal+1(λ)) . (39)

Conditioned on the bag of realization of {ℓ1(λ), . . . , ℓNcal(λ),
ℓNcal+1(λ)}, when λ = λ̂′, we have

E
[
ℓNcal+1(λ̂

′)
]
= 1

Ncal+1

Ncal+1∑
i=1

ℓi(λ̂
′) = R̂f(λ̂

′)
(b)

⩽ α,

⇓
E[ℓNcal+1(λ̂

′)] ⩽ α,

(40)

where the condition (b) holds according to the definition of
λ̂′. Finally, according to (38), we obtain the following result:

E[ℓNcal+1(λ̂)] ⩽ α. (41)
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(d) ϵ = 0.00

Fig. 11. Achieved coverage rates and average sizes of candidate beam subset of SCAN-BEST and baselines for ϵ = 0.20, 0.10, 0.05, 0.00.
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