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Abstract—Ultra-massive multiple-input multiple-output (UM-
MIMO) technology is a key enabler for 6G networks, offering
exceptional high data rates in millimeter-wave (mmWave) and
Terahertz (THz) frequency bands. The deployment of large
antenna arrays at high frequencies transitions wireless com-
munication into the radiative near-field, where precise beam
alignment becomes essential for accurate channel estimation.
Unlike far-field systems, which rely on angular domain only,
near-field necessitates beam search across both angle and distance
dimensions, leading to substantially higher training overhead. To
address this challenge, we propose a discrete Fourier transform
(DFT) based beam alignment to mitigate the training overhead.
We highlight that the reduced path loss at shorter distances can
compensate for the beamforming losses typically associated with
using far-field codebooks in near-field scenarios. Additionally, far-
field beamforming in the near-field exhibits angular spread, with
its width determined by the user’s range and angle. Leveraging
this relationship, we develop a correlation interferometry (CI)
algorithm, termed CI-DFT, to efficiently estimate user angle
and range parameters. Simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed scheme achieves performance close to exhaustive search
in terms of achievable rate while significantly reducing the training
overhead by 87.5%.

Index Terms—Near-field, beam training, angular spread, cor-
relative interferometry

I. INTRODUCTION

Future networks operating in the millimeter-wave (mmWave)
and terahertz (THz) frequency bands are anticipated to pro-
vide substantial bandwidth, enabling extremely high-capacity
wireless links [1]. However, these higher frequencies face con-
siderable challenges due to significant path loss and molecular
absorption effects [2]]. Conversely, the shorter wavelengths
associated with these bands make it feasible to deploy ultra-
massive multiple-input-multiple-output (UM-MIMO) antenna
arrays within a compact footprint. The combination of smaller
wavelengths and larger array apertures will likely result in
future communications predominantly operating in the radiative
near-field.

Highly directional links are achieved due to the combination
of high operating frequency and large antenna aperture. The
resulting narrow beams impose strict requirements on precise
beam alignment. Beam training and beam estimation techniques
are commonly employed to determine the optimal beam
direction [3]], [4]. Beam training specifically involves sweeping
a grid of beams to cover all potential users. After beam
estimation, the user reports the beam index corresponding
to the direction with the highest gain.

The challenge of beam alignment in near-field communi-
cations stems from the high training overhead, making the
process highly resource-intensive [5]. Unlike far-field, near-field
beam training involves sweeping beams across both angular
and distance domains. Considering the hardware cost and
complexity of deploying a radio frequency (RF) chain for
each antenna, UM-MIMO systems typically employ hybrid
beamforming (HBF) architectures. The cost and complexity
reduction comes at the expense of increased beam training
overhead since the number of beams that can be generated
simultaneously by HBF is limited by the available RF chains.

Recently, various codebook design strategies have been
explored to address the challenges of high complexity and
training overhead of UM-MIMO systems. A polar codebook
with non-uniform distance sampling is presented in [6]]. One
straightforward approach with this codebook involves perform-
ing an exhaustive search across the angle-distance domain. To
mitigate the search complexity, a two-step method is used:
first, the user’s angle is estimated with a DFT codebook,
followed by range estimation using the polar-domain codebook
[7]. Another strategy entails developing a multi-resolution
codebook [8], drawing inspiration from hierarchical beam
training techniques used in far-field scenarios, although these
methods require user feedback to select the next set of
codewords. Subarray-based schemes [9] initially establish a
coarse user direction by assuming far-field conditions and then
refine it using a specialized near-field codebook in the polar
domain. However, maintaining the far-field assumption requires
reducing subarray element count, leading to broader beams
and reduced spatial resolution. Moreover, existing methods
that utilize polar codebook-based beam training suffer from
excessive training overhead.

To reduce the training overhead, we propose a near-field
beam training method using a DFT codebook, challenging
the prevailing reliance on polar codebook approaches in the
literature. The DFT codebook in the near-field leads to energy
dispersion across the angular domain, producing multiple peaks
within the beam space—a phenomenon referred to as angular
spread. Traditionally, the angular energy spread has been
viewed as a limitation, favoring the use of polar codebooks.
However, we capitalize on this angular spread to extract both
range and angle information for effective near-field beam
training. Furthermore, we introduce the coverage regions for
both near-field and far-field beams and show that far-field
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Fig. 1: UM-MIMO System Model

beams can maintain adequate signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in
the near-field by balancing the reduced beamforming gain with
the decreased path loss at closer distances. We generate a grid
of orthogonal beams based on the DFT codebook, revealing
that a near-field user experiences significant gains from a
specific set of DFT beams, constituting the angular spread.
We show that the width of this angular spread is related to
the user’s location, and leverage this relationship to develop
a correlation interferometry (CI) algorithm called CI-DFT,
which effectively estimates user angle and range parameters.
Simulation results confirm the superior performance of our
proposed CI-DFT algorithm compared to polar codebook-
based methods, achieving an 87.5% reduction in beam training
overhead compared to exhaustive search.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider the downlink beam training for a narrow-band
communication system with UM-MIMO antenna array at the
base station (BS) and a single isotropic antenna user equipment
(UE) as depicted in Fig. [I} We consider a single RF chain
transceiver with a uniform linear array (ULA) of Npg antenna
elements spaced d = \/2 apart to avoid grating lobes.

A. Channel Models

The far-field channel model is characterized by the spatial
steering vector, a(d), that depends on angle, 6, only. The far-
field multipath channel hferfield & CNesX1 s modeled as
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where L denotes the number of channel paths; g; represents the
complex gain of the I path; @ is the angle of arrival (AoA); 7
is the distance between the user and ULA along the ['"" channel
path; v = 271 is the wavenumber; f is the carrier frequency;
and c is the speed of light. Based on the planar wavefront
assumption, the spatial steering vectors a(f) € CVBs*! are
formulated as

a(f) =
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On the other hand, the near-field channel, h € CNBsx1,
relies on spherical wavefront assumption, which results in the
following channel model
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where b(6;,r;) € CNes*! ig the near-field steering vector
that depends on both distance r; and angle ;. The near-field
steering vector is given by
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where 7(") is the distance between the user and the n'*
antenna element; the phase shift factor v(r(™ — r) is given
by & (\/r? + n2d® — 2rndsin () —r) [10], where non-linear
phase progression can be observed.

B. Problem Formulation

During downlink training, p™ pilot transmitted by the BS
is denoted as z,, p € [1, P], where P is the total pilot length.
Then, the received signal by the user at the p™ pilot is expressed
as

&)

where w, € C*Ves js the analog combining vector, n ~
N(0,0?) is the complex Gaussian noise, and o2 is the noise
variance. Since the high-frequency narrowband communication
between UM-MIMO transceivers is dominated by the single
line-of-sight (LoS) path, this work focuses on achieving beam
alignment based on the LoS path. Therefore, we focus on the
near-field LoS channel, h(6, ), in the rest of the paper. Beam
alignment aims to find the optimal codeword that maximizes
the SNR

yp = Wphz, + wpn,

max [wh(f,7)|, st ||w|,=1, we ®, (6)
where ® defines a predefined codebook. The optimal solution
to (6) is to select w from a polar codebook P

q>:[¢1,...,¢n,...,¢NBS}, @)

where ¢, = [b(0n,71.0),b(On,720), - ,b(On,rs, )] is
constructed by concatenating S,, near-field steering vectors
b(0,r) for S,, distance samples corresponding to angle 6,,.
Consequently, it is expensive to search over NpgS codewords
in ® € CVes*S where S = ZnNzBi Sy Thus, in this paper, we
focus on utilizing only Npg DFT codewords instead of the full
set of Npg.S polar codewords.

ITII. COVERAGE OF NEAR AND FAR-FIELD CODEWORDS

Existing polar codebooks are constructed based on the
classical Rayleigh distance, which defines the boundary between
the radiative near and far-field and given by rgp = %,
where D represents the array aperture. However, the Rayleigh
distance tends to overestimate the near-field region concerning
beamfocusing and multiplexing gains [11]-[13[]. As a result,
polar codebooks depending on this boundary incur excessive
sampling and leads to large codebook sizes. In the following
sections, we revise the more accurate near-field boundaries
based on near-field beam focusing from our previous work
[S1, [12]], [13]] and discuss the feasibility of using far-field
codewords in the near-field region.
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Fig. 2: Normalized gain of near and far-field beams in the near-field.

A. Beamdepth and Effective Beamfocused Rayleigh Distance

Beamdepth rpp is defined as the distance interval, r €
[rmin pmax] " where normalized array gain is at most 3dB
lower than its maximum value. For a ULA, the 3 dB beamdepth,
rRD = T — PN obtained by focusing a beam at a distance
rp and angle 6 from the BS is given by [12f], [13]

TFTRD cos? (6) __TETRD cos? ()
rrp cos? (f) — 10rg  7rp cos? (0) + 10rF
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Finite depth beams are achieved in the near-field only when
the focus point lies within a specific region in the near-field.
The maximum value of rgp is obtained when the denominator
r3p cos? (0) — 100r2 = 0 in (B). Thus, the farthest angle-
dependent axial distance rrp, where we can have finite depth
beamforming, is less than > cos? (f), termed as effective
beamfocused Rayleigh distance (EBRD) [5], [12], [[13[]. For
values of rp greater than rgprp, rBp — oc. To summarize,
near-field beams are achievable within the EBRD region, while
far-field beams are formed outside the EBRD. Consequently,
the EBRD serves as a practical boundary between the near-field
and far-field regions.

B. Is Far-field Beam Training Feasible in the Near-field?

One major concern when deploying far-field beam training
in the near-field is the reduction in far-field beamforming gain,
denoted as Gg = ‘aH(G)h(G,r) , where h(0,r) represents the
near-field channel. Notably, the far-field beam suffers a 3dB
loss at the EBRD and experiences additional degradation at
distances closer than the EBRD. The path loss factor, g =
(A/4mr), which varies inversely with the distance r, mitigates
the reduced beamforming gain at near-field ranges.

Fig. [2] illustrates the normalized gain including path loss
for near-field and far-field beams within the near-field com-
munication range. The far-field beam yields approximately
12 dB higher gain at 0.01rgp compared to the distance at rgrp.
Therefore, despite the far-field beam’s diminished beamforming
gain in the near-field, the worst-case overall gain attained in the
near-field surpasses the best-case gain achieved in the far-field.
As shown in Fig. [2] the far-field beam provides reduced SNR
compared to near-field beams. Therefore, far-field beams may
be employed for beam training rather than data transmission.
After the feasibility of using far-field beams, we now focus on
the analysis of the received DFT beam pattern in the near-field.

IV. DFT BEAM PATTERN ANALYSIS

To ensure that a signal reaches a prospective user regardless
of its location, we need to transmit DFT beams uniformly
distributed over the coverage area. A far-field UE typically
experiences high gain from a single DFT beam and reports
its corresponding index to the BS. In contrast, a near-field UE
may observe high gain across multiple DFT beams, depending
on its distance from the BS. This difference arises because the
far-field signals exhibit a planar wavefront, while the near-field
signals present a spherical wavefront, which can be seen as
a superposition of multiple planar wavefronts. In the sequel,
based on the DFT beam sweeping, we quantify the array gain

experienced by the near-field UE.

We consider a BS serving a LoS near-field UE at an angle 6,
and distance rr. The array gain from each DFT beam directed
at angle 0,, and observed by the near-field UE is written as

2
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where (¢1) is simplified assuming d = A/2. We further simplify
the array gain function in (9) in terms of Fresnel functions C(-)
and S(-), whose arguments depend on the UE location (6., rr)
and DFT beam angle 6,,.

Theorem 1. The gain function observed by a near-field
UE when illuminated with orthogonal DFT beams can be
approximated as

- = 2
C(v1,72) + 73S (71,72)
272

C(v,12) =Cm+1) —C(n—12) and S (11,7%) =
S +7) — S — ), where y1 = dcgfzeu(smen —

. 2
sin6y,) and o = L’;S \/ LOTSF Oy,

Proof. We can express the gain function in (@) as

2
1 Ngs/2 —jﬂ(Aln—A2)2 _ dcos2 0,
Nz Z—NBS/Q e where A; = B and
As = A% (%) When Nps — oo, summation can be
approximated as Riemann integral as follows
NBs 2
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where (cg) is obtained by letting Ajn — Ay = %t. Then,
based on the properties of Fresnel integrals [14]], we obtain

(T0). O
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For a given user, 7, is constant, and the gain function only
varies with -, that depends on 6,,. Furthermore, G (0, 7F; 6,,)
is symmetric with respect to 1 such that G(v1) = G(—71).
Hence, high gain values in the beam pattern exist around the
angle 6, of the UE. The angles where DFT beams provide a
gain no less than 3 dB below the maximum, is referred to as
the angular spread {23qp and defined as

Qaqp 2 {9n | G (0u,7F;0n) > 0~5r%axg(9u,TF;9n)} .

12)
To gain further insight, we plot the gain in at different
UE angles and ranges as depicted in Figs. [3| and [f] respectively,
and highlight the following observations:

(i) Angular spread (2335 decreases at endfire di-
rections. The angular spread across UE angles
[—80°, —60°, —30°,0°, 30°,60°,80°] for a fixed range of
.0lrgrp is illustrated in Fig. |3} where it can be observed
that Q3qp decreases at large angles. Specifically, the
angular spread is maximum at boresight and decreases
at off-boresight angles. Also note that the pattern at 6,
is anti-symmetric to that at ¢_,. The reduced angular
spread at large angles is caused by the decreased effective
array aperture, which results in a smaller phase difference
between planar wave and spherical wave models.
Angular spread (234p increases with a decrease in UE
range. Fig. [ depicts the angular spread across UE ranges
and for a fixed UE angle (§, = 0°). Observe that the
angular spread varies with range, specifically widening at
shorter distances. This is an important finding as it can
be exploited to estimate the range of a near-field UE.
Angular spread QggB exists only within the EBRD
region (rp < %) of the near-field. From Fig.
it can be observed that {2345 diminishes when the user
distance is greater than =3>. Likewise, in Fig. 3} Q34p
approaches the far-field at large angles, i.e., at 6, = 80°.
Therefore, the DFT beams can be utilized to estimate UE
location only if the UE is positioned within the EBRD
region.

(ii)

(iii)

V. BEAM TRAINING AND PARAMETERS ESTIMATION

In this section, we present the proposed beam training
protocol and estimation procedure. The angle and range
parameters of the UE are estimated by utilizing the DFT beam
pattern analysis discussed in the previous section.
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Fig. 4: The angular spread varies with range and decreases as the
beam is focused at greater distances from the UM-MIMO array.

A. Beam Training

UM-MIMO transmits ¢ beams from the predefined DFT
codebook to illuminate the coverage area of the BS, which is
given by

QDFT [¢)17"' ad)na"' >¢w]a (13)
where ¢,, is glven by @). Given the angular beamwidth
Osap = W and coverage area defined by A =
|sin Omax — sin Oppin|, the number of beams is i) = G;}B' Note

that cos 6, accounts for the beam broadening factor at large
angles.

B. Parameter Estimation based on Correlative Interferometry

Correlative interferometry is a well-established technique for
determining the direction of an emitter. In traditional far-field
settings, an antenna array undergoes a 360-degree rotation,
during which the phases of the incoming signal from each
direction are sampled and stored for each antenna element
in a lookup table. Subsequently, the direction of the signal
is estimated by correlating the received signal phases with
the precomputed lookup table. Building on the principles
of correlative interferometry, with specific modifications, we
propose a CI-DFT-based range estimation algorithm tailored
for near-field users located within the EBRD region.

As discussed in the previous section, the angular spread in
the near-field provides information about the user’s location
in terms of range and angle. To leverage this, we propose
generating G (0, 7F; 0,,) for various ranges and angles based
on (I0) and storing the corresponding (34 values in a
lookup table KC. Each value of (234p is unique for a specific
combination of angle and distance, and is stored in /C.

1) Generate Lookup Table: The procedure for generating the
lookup table involves computing a polar grid and subsequently
estimating the angular spread at each polar point. In this polar
grid, angles are sampled uniformly, while range points are
updated based on beamdepth. Beam depth limits maximum
range resolution, thus determining the selection of range
samples. The implementation of the lookup table generation
is summarized in Algorithm [T} whose main steps are briefly
explained as follows:

After uniform angle sampling in line 3, the minimum range is
selected as 2D, where D represents the antenna aperture. This
lower range limit is chosen because the array gain degrades
significantly below this distance. For each angle 6;, as long as
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Fig. 5: (a) Grid of polar points depicting uniform angle and non-
uniform range sampling. (b) The lookup table shows that the angular
spread increases at closer ranges, and decreases at large angles away
from the boresight. Here, 7min = 2D, Tmax = EBRD.

the beamdepth is shorter than the EBRD, we repeat steps from
line 7-13 as follows:

In line 8, for each combination of angle and distance (6;,7s.;),
the DFT beam gain is computed using (]E[) Then, in line 9, the
3 dB angular spread Q3qp is determined based on G(6;,75 ;) =
G(0;,7s54;0,), Vne[l,2,..., Ngg]. The calculated angular
spread is then stored in /C(i, s). In line 11, the beamdepth rgp
is computed using (8), and in line 12, the next range sample
is obtained by adding rpp to the current range sample. We
repeat steps from lines 7-13, V ¢ € [-F 7], to generate the
complete lookup table /C.

Fig. [54] illustrates a polar grid characterized by uniform
angular spacing and non-uniform radial sampling, for a fre-
quency of 28 GHz and Ngg = 256. Figure [5b] depicts a sample
lookup table for identical parameters. A heatmap of a limited
number of values is displayed to convey the main concept.
The variation in angular spread across range and angle follows
the trend described earlier in Section IV. It is worth noting
that the dynamic range across angles is small compared to
the range dimension. For angle estimation, a coarse angle can
be estimated by taking the median of the angular spread. The
lookup table, customized to the specific parameters of the BS,
is pre-generated and stored on the UE device.

2) Angle and Range estimation: After beam sweeping, based
on the received DFT beam pattern, the UE measures angular
spread diB by @) The UE then correlates diB with the
predefined lookup table /C(6;,7;) to estimate the angle 6 and
range 7 as

0,7 = argmax [COS (diB — K(@imj))} .

5T

(14)

Algorithm 1: Lookup Table for CI-DFT

Input : )\, NBS: D, TRD
1 Procedure Compute Lookup Table

2 for i = 1 to Ngg do

3 ei — _NQB]%T];:Qlﬂ

4 TR < 2D

5 rsi < {0}, s+ 1

6 while rgp < "EE cos? 0; do
7 Tsi < TF

8 Q(Gi,rsyi) < Ref @

9 Q3aB(0i,7s,5)  G(0i,7s,i) // rRef (@)
10 K(i,5) < Q348 (03, 7s,i)
11 TBD Ref

12 TF < TF + TBD

13 s s+1

14 end

15 end

16 return /C

17 end

After the estimatiop process, the UE feeds back the estimated
angle and range (6, 7) to the BS.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are presented to validate
the efficacy of the proposed CI-DFT-based algorithm. The
BS employing UM-MIMO array is equipped with Ngg =
256 antenna elements, and the operating frequency is 28 GHz.
For this setup, Rayleigh distance is 350 m and EBRD equals
35 cos? 6. All the presented results are based on 1000 iterations.
We compare with the following benchmark schemes:

o Perfect CSI: CSI is assumed to be available at the BS,
providing an upper bound for the average rate performance.

« Near-field hierarchical beam training [8]]: In this scheme,
the near-field hierarchical codebook consists of K levels
of sub-codebooks, dividing the near-field region into N,
and N, grids in the x and y directions, respectively.

o Far-field beam training: This is the classical beam
training designed for far-field scenarios.

« Exhaustive search: This scheme performs an exhaustive
search over the polar-domain codebook, involving a two-
dimensional search across both the angular and range
domains.

We compare the different schemes based on the rate R =

P Ngs|b"(0,r)w*|?
14 2 fes[p BOW ]

log, ( ), where P; is the transmitted
2

power, o
codeword.

Fig.[6]illustrates the average rate performance as a function of
propagation distance. The UE range varies from 3m to > =
35m while the spatial angle sin 6 is randomly distributed as
Z/l[—@, @] Under the assumption of perfect calibration, the
proposed CI-DFT closely matches the exhaustive search scheme
while significantly reducing training overhead. The proposed
CI-DFT outperforms other benchmark schemes by effectively
utilizing the DFT beam pattern to estimate the user range
and angle. To simulate array calibration errors, random phase
values were introduced within the interval U[0, /8], along

is the noise variance, and w* is the chosen best
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with random amplitude values drawn from /[0, 1]. Phase errors
have a more detrimental impact on performance compared to
amplitude errors.

The average rate performance against SNR is shown in Fig.

The user is uniformly distributed between /[3m, 35 m)]. It
is observed that the average rate performance of all schemes
improves with increasing SNR. Notably, the performance of
the proposed CI-DFT closely approaches that of the exhaustive
scheme.

Table [I] summarizes the comparison of training overhead
across all schemes. The angular beamwidth 0345, calculated
as NLBS’ is .0078. To adequately cover the spatial region U =
V3

[$in Opnin, Sin Opax], Where sin O, = and sin O, =

@, a total of ¢ = 222 angular beams are utilized, along with
S = 8 distance samples. Consequently, the training overhead for
the near-field exhaustive scheme amounts to 1776. In contrast,
the near-field hierarchical approach with parameters N, = 25,
N, = 25, and K = 2, results in a reduced overhead of 1250.
The training overhead of the proposed CI-DFT is equivalent to
that of the far-field scheme, amounting to 222. The proposed
CI-DFT reduces the training overhead by a factor of 8 (i.e.
87.5%) compared to the exhaustive search scheme while still

achieving equivalent performance.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have proposed a near-field beam training
algorithm based on a far-field codebook. We have first identified
the coverage areas of both near-field and far-field codewords
and demonstrated that far-field codewords provide the necessary

TABLE I: Comparison of Training overhead

Algorithm Training Overhead Value
Near-Field Exhaustive S 1776
Near-Field hierarchical | S>K NV N{F s 1250
Far-Field (] 222
Proposed CI-DFT P 222

SNR for near-field beam training. Additionally, we have shown
that the DFT-based beam pattern received in the near-field
contains both range and angle information. Leveraging this, we
have proposed a correlation interferometry-based algorithm to
estimate the angle and the range parameters. A potential future
direction is to extend this approach to other planar geometries.
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