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Abstract—A key challenge in dual-polarized multiplexing
for joint radar and communication (JRC) systems is cross-
polarization (cross-pol) leakage caused by depolarization. In
conventional MIMO systems, depolarization arises solely from
the channel; however, in XL-MIMO systems, non-stationary
properties of the array cause additional polarization shifts at
each antenna element, further degrading JRC performance. This
paper introduces a channel model incorporating polarization
shifts due to the propagation channel and antenna elements
in the near-field. We also propose an antenna selection (AS)
scheme that dynamically chooses antennas based on polarization
imbalance and cross-pol leakage, enhancing spectral efficiency,
symbol error rate, and radar detection probability. Simulations
show that the proposed AS significantly outperforms traditional
methods, providing scalable benefits for XL-MIMO JRC systems.

Index Terms—Channel model, dual-polarization, joint radar
and communication, multiplexing, polarization, XL-MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extremely large-scale (XL)-multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) is a fundamental enabler for next-generation wireless
networks, particularly in joint radar and communication (JRC)
and radar applications. Unlike traditional far-field (FF) MIMO,
near-field (NF) XL-MIMO utilizes large-scale, densely packed
antenna arrays, leading to spherical wavefront propagation,
high resolution sensing, and enhanced spatial multiplexing.
Due to the NF property, this transition from planar to spherical
wavefront significantly impacts channel modeling and system
design [1], [2]. XL-MIMO deployment also introduces key
electromagnetic characteristics, such as spatial non-stationarity
[3], mutual coupling [4], and polarization effects [5], which are
crucial for advanced radar, autonomous systems, and future
wireless networks.

NF XL-MIMO introduces spherical rather than planar wave-
front propagation, resulting in distance-dependent signal vari-
ations that impact both sensing and communication accuracy
[1], [2]. Additionally, the non-stationary channel behavior
across the array causes polarization shifts and varied angle-of-
arrivals (AoAs), complicating traditional beamforming tech-
niques [3]. While these challenges pose difficulties, they also
offer new opportunities to exploit spatial and polarization
diversity, improving sensing accuracy and interference man-
agement. However, the shared spectrum in JRC applications
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increases the complexity of interference mitigation, requiring
advanced signal processing techniques.

Polarization diversity and multiplexing play a key role
in multi-user separation, interference suppression, and target
detection for JRC. Modern dual polarized (DP) antenna arrays
enable the simultaneous transmission and reception of signals
on orthogonal polarization states, improving spectral efficiency
(SE) and spatial multiplexing [6]. However, polarization-
dependent channel distortions in NF XL-MIMO, such as
depolarization and polarization misalignment, lead to cross
polarization discrimination (XPD), which degrades communi-
cation reliability and sensing accuracy, necessitating advanced
polarization-aware interference mitigation techniques [5].

In DP XL-MIMO, radar and communication signals are
transmitted on orthogonal polarization states to enable simul-
taneous operation within a shared spectrum [6]. However,
channel depolarization, multipath effects, and polarization
misalignment cause polarization leakage, leading to XPD
and degrading system performance. This results in higher
bit-error-rate (BER) for communication and lower detection
probability, probability of detection (Pd), in radar sensing,
requiring polarization-aware beamforming, adaptive filtering,
and antenna selection (AS) to mitigate interference and main-
tain robust JRC performance [5].

A. Prior Works

JRC systems can be realized through three major architec-
tures: (a) spectral overlap, (b) cognitive coexistence, and (c)
functional coexistence [7]. This work focuses on spectral over-
lap, where JRC operates within the same frequency spectrum,
making interference mitigation a critical challenge. Ensuring
satisfactory performance for both sensing and communication
functions requires advanced interference suppression tech-
niques that balance complexity, SE, and system adaptability.

Several interference mitigation techniques have been pro-
posed for JRC coexistence. The work in [8] introduces two
sparsity-based interference mitigation algorithms using com-
pressed sensing and atomic norm (AN) minimization for
uncoordinated JRC coexistence. However, AN-based methods
suffer from high computational complexity, making them
impractical for large-scale systems. Similarly, [9] presents an
alternating minimization scheme for radar-induced interfer-
ence suppression, but it faces non-convexity issues and relies
on sparsity assumptions, which may not hold in high-noise or
strong multipath environments.
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Signal processing techniques have also been explored for
spectrum sharing between MIMO radar and wireless commu-
nication. The work in [10] proposes coherent MIMO radar and
cognitive radio-based interference mitigation, but it requires
accurate channel estimation and suffers from high computa-
tional complexity due to advanced spatial filtering. Similarly,
in [11], the radar system periodically senses the spectrum,
allowing the cellular base station (BS) to transmit only in
sidelobe regions while maintaining a minimum interference-to-
noise ratio (INR). However, this approach restricts spectrum
utilization and imposes strict power constraints on commu-
nication systems. Precoder-based designs leverage interfer-
ence channel state information (CSI) to suppress interference,
particularly when radar has primary spectrum access [12].
Singular value decomposition (SVD)-based null-space precod-
ing achieves zero-forced interference cancellation [13], further
optimized in cluttered environments [14], [15]. However, these
methods depend on precise interference CSI estimation, requir-
ing additional training signals, increasing computational com-
plexity, and spectrum overhead. To address this, [16] suggests
prioritizing target detection over CSI acquisition, emphasizing
sensing performance in spectrum-sharing scenarios.

The convergence of XL-MIMO and JRC has been investi-
gated for various applications. In [17], an iterative beamform-
ing approach is formulated for multi-target detection in NF
JRC systems. Similarly, [18] proposes a NF JRC framework
where a BS simultaneously serves multiple communication
user equipments (UEs) while performing target sensing. Ad-
ditionally, [19] presents three beamforming schemes aimed at
maximizing the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR).
While these works explore beamforming and sensing strate-
gies, they assume line-of-sight (LoS) channels between the
XL-MIMO array and targets, which may not always exist
due to environmental scatterers and obstructions. To address
this, [20] investigates networked sensing through information
fusion, providing a robust sensing architecture for non LoS
(NLoS) environments.

Despite extensive research on JRC coexistence, precoding-
based interference mitigation, and XL-MIMO-enabled JRC,
none of the existing works have explored NF XL-MIMO
polarization effects for interference suppression. In particular,
DP interference in NF XL-MIMO remains unaddressed, as
conventional approaches assume ideal polarization orthogonal-
ity and overlook non-stationary polarization behavior across
the array. Furthermore, existing AS strategies in JRC sys-
tems primarily focus on spatial beamforming [21], neglecting
polarization-aware selection mechanisms that can significantly
enhance signal separation and interference rejection.

B. Contributions
To bridge these gaps, this paper proposes a polarization-

based interference management framework for NF XL-MIMO
JRC networks, leveraging adaptive AS to mitigate XPD and
optimize sensing-communication coexistence. The key contri-
butions of this work are as follows:

• We propose a polarization-aware interference mitigation
technique tailored for NF XL-MIMO JRC networks. Un-
like traditional methods that rely solely on spatial filtering
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Fig. 1. Proposed system model.

or time-frequency multiplexing, our approach exploits
polarization diversity to suppress XPD, improving the
coexistence of sensing and communication functions.

• A detailed polarization model is developed to cap-
ture polarization variations across the array, considering
distance-dependent depolarization, non-stationary behav-
ior, and NF wavefront effects. This model enables more
accurate precoding, beamforming, and interference sup-
pression strategies in practical XL-MIMO JRC systems.

• We propose a dynamic AS mechanism that optimally
selects antennas based on polarization characteristics
and interference power. This selection strategy enhances
signal separation, improves beamforming efficiency, and
minimizes cross-polarization (cross-pol) leakage, making
it particularly suitable for NF JRC deployments.

• The proposed approach is evaluated using key perfor-
mance indicators, including symbol error rate (SER) for
communication, Pd for radar sensing, and computational
complexity. Our results demonstrate the trade-offs be-
tween interference mitigation, signal quality, and sys-
tem overhead, highlighting the feasibility of polarization-
based interference suppression in XL-MIMO.

• Numerical simulations and analytical studies validate the
effectiveness of our polarization-aware JRC framework,
showing significant improvements in interference mitiga-
tion, SE, and system reliability. These findings confirm
the practical applicability of polarization-based methods
for next-generation aerospace and electronic systems.

C. Organization and Notations

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II dis-
cusses the system model and the proposed XL-MIMO channel
model, Section III introduces the problem formulation, while
Section IV explains the proposed AS. The system analysis is
discussed in Section V and simulation results are presented in
Section VI. Section VII includes conclusion and future work.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL

Assume a NF XL-MIMO JRC system as shown in Fig. 1,
where a DP XL array with Nr antenna elements at a BS simul-
taneously serves single-DP antenna communication UEs and
performs radar sensing. Unlike conventional FF MIMO, where
signals are assumed to have planar wavefront, the large
aperture and NF propagation in XL-MIMO lead to spherical
wavefront effects. To achieve spectral efficient JRC operation,
radar and communication signals share the same frequency
resources, employing DP transmission to enable multiplexing.
The system utilizes an adaptive switching network with AS
mechanism that dynamically activates subset of antennas based
on polarization characteristics and interference conditions.

A. Signal and Channel Model

The transmitted DP signal is decomposed into two orthogo-
nal polarized components i.e., horizontal (H) and vertical (V)
utilized for simultaneous communication and sensing to enable
efficient multiplexing, which is represented as

E =

[
EH

EV

]
=

[
cosδ

sinδ . ejϑ

]
, (1)

where state of polarization (SOP) of any DP signal is denoted
by the amplitude ratio δ and phase difference ϑ, while δ ∈
[0, π/2] and ϑ ∈ [0, 2π], [22]. Moreover, EH is the orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) signal, and EV is the
chirp signal. Due to the propagation channel, the SOP gets
corrupted by the noise and the depolarization effect causing
XPD. This leads to the change of the SOP and the relationship
between the polarization components.

The DP transmitted signal after it strikes from objects in
the environment is received by the common JRC receiver. For
the scenario mentioned in this paper, the received composite
signals at the H (communication receiver) and V (radar
receiver) polarized antennas can be expressed as

y(t) = H E(t) + w(t),[
yV (t)
yH(t)

]
= H .

[
EH(t)
EV (t)

]
+

[
wH(t)
wV (t)

]
,

(2)

where w(t) ∈ C2Nr×1 is the complex additive white Gaussian
noise, CN

(
0, σ2

c

)
, and H ∈ C2Nr×2 is the polarization-

dependent channel matrix. In XL-MIMO, each antenna el-
ement experiences different polarization shifts, leading to
spatially varying interference. So, each n-th receiver antenna
in the visibility region (VR) has its own polarization effect as

yVn (t) = hn
VrVt

EV (t) + hn
VrHt

EH(t) + wV
n (t)

yHn (t) = hn
HrHt

EH(t) + hn
HrVt

EV (t) + wH
n (t)

(3)

where, the polarization leakage hn
HrVt

, hn
VrHt

is different for
each antenna element due to the array’s spatial variation,
and the VR determines which antennas contribute more to
interference.

The polarization-dependent channel matrix in NF propaga-
tion is given as

H =

[
hVrVt hVrHt

hHrVt hHrHt

]
(4)

where h(Vr/Hr)(Ht/Vt) is the channel gain between the receiver
and the transmitter. In conventional polarized MIMO systems,
the polarized channel follows the model in [23], however,
considering the extension to XL MIMO with NF effect, the L
tap channel model becomes

H =

L∑
ℓ=1

J
T

ℓ,r

[
(βℓar(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r)⊙ uℓ)⊗Qℓ(φℓ)Xℓ

]
Jℓ,t, (5)

where βℓ is the complex path gain for the ℓ-th path. Moreover,
each component of (5) is explained in detail in next subsection.

B. Array and Polarization Model

The impact of antenna array configurations and polarization
on signal propagation is discussed here, focusing on the co-
polarized (co-pol) and cross-pol components in XL-MIMO.

1) Steering Vector: The steering vector is given as

ar(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r) =
1√
Nr

[e−j 2π
λ (dℓ,r(1)−d̄ℓ,r), · · · ,

e−j 2π
λ (dℓ,r(Nr)−d̄ℓ,r)]H ,

(6)

where ϕℓ,r represent the AoA for the ℓ-th path at receiver,
and d̄ℓ,r represent the distance of the ℓ-th scatterer from the
center of the antenna array of receiver. Moreover, dℓ,r(n) is

dℓ,r(n) =
√

d̄ℓ,r + δ2nd
2
array − 2d̄ℓ,rδndarray sinϕℓ,r (7)

represents the distance of the ℓ-th scatterer to the n-th
receive antenna element, darray is inter-element spacing, and
δn = 2n−Nr−1

2 with n = 1, 2, · · · , Nr.
2) Antenna Gains: From (5), Jℓ,r and Jℓ,t are the receiver

and transmitter antenna gains for each ℓ-th path, respec-
tively. Let Jℓ ∈ C2Nr×2 denote the block diagonal matrix,
Jℓ = blkdiag (J1(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r), . . . ,JNr

(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r)), where each
antenna gain from n-th antenna is denoted as

Jn(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) =

[
GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n))
GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) −GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n))

]
.

(8)
Moreover, each element in the n-th antenna gain is de-
scribed as co-pol gain GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) and cross-pol gain
GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)). The NF co-pol radiation pattern is

GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) = Gmax fco(ϕℓ,r) ·
1

dℓ,r(n)
· e−j 2π

λ dℓ,r(n),

(9)
where Gmax is the maximum co-pol gain of the antenna,
fco(ϕℓ,r) is the normalized co-pol radiation pattern as a
function of the angle ϕℓ,r, (e.g., sin(ϕ) for a dipole antenna,
cosk(ϕ) for a patch antenna). The e−j 2π

λ dℓ,r(n) represents the
phase shift due to the varying distance dℓ,r(n) between each
antenna element and the scatterer.

Similarly, the cross-pol gain GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) in terms of
GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) and XPD is represented as follows

GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n)) =
GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n))√

XPDn

, (10)

where the XPD which is described as the ratio of the co-
pol signal’s average received power to the cross-pol signal’s
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Fig. 2. Antenna model with co-pol and cross-pol components at each antenna
element at the XL-MIMO array.

average received power at each antenna element, causing a
power imbalance between both polarization components

XPDn =
PC(n)

PX(n)
=

(
GC,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n))

GX,n(ϕℓ,r, dℓ,r(n))

)2

. (11)

3) Visibility Region: In XL-MIMO systems, the concept of
VRs is crucial due to the large aperture of the antenna array,
where each antenna element might have different visibility to
the surrounding environment, especially in the NF regime. The
visibility determines which antennas contribute to the received
signal for each multipath component. Each ℓ-th path might
only be visible to a subset of antenna elements. This can be
modeled using the visibility function uℓ defined as

uℓ(n) =

{
1, n ∈ Vℓ

0, n /∈ Vℓ

, (12)

where Vℓ represents the set of antennas within the VR of the
ℓ-th path. This means that only antennas with uℓ(n) = 1 will
contribute to the received signal for the ℓ-th path.

4) Depolarization Matrix: The polarization of the signal
can be affected by depolarization, leading to energy leakage
between orthogonal polarization components (H-to-V or V-to-
H). To model this, we introduce the depolarization matrix Xℓ

for the ℓ-th path, modeled using a simple correlation model as

Xℓ =

√
1

1 + χ

[
ejα

HH
ℓ

√
χejα

HV
ℓ

√
χejα

V H
ℓ ejα

V V
ℓ

]
, (13)

where χ is the inverse of XPD, αXY
ℓ is the phase change

induced when going from X to Y polarization. Normalization
is applied so that changing χ does not affect the depolarization
matrix norm. The Xℓ matrix models how much of the signal’s
energy remains in its original polarization (co-pol) and how
much leaks into the orthogonal polarization (cross-pol). The
parameter χ controls the strength of this leakage.

5) Rotation Matrix: As illustrated in Fig. 2, the V and H
gain patterns are related to the cross-pol and co-pol through

Fig. 3. Polarization angle distribution in XL-MIMO systems for: (a) variation
of polarization angle with distance d and Nr , (b) variation of polarization
angle with angle ϕ and Nr . The color bar represents the polarization angle
in degrees [o].

a coordinate rotation where φ is the polarization angle and
Qℓ(φℓ) ∈ C2×2 is the rotation matrix for the ℓ-th path

Qℓ(ϕℓ) =

[
cos(φℓ) sin(φℓ)
− sin(φℓ) cos(φℓ)

]
. (14)

The matrix rotates the coordinates by φℓ in a 2D plane (x, y).
This transforms the local coordinates of the antenna elements
or the received signal into a globally rotated coordinate system.
It allows us to account for the fact that the signals may arrive
at the antennas from different polarization angles.

6) XL-MIMO-based Polarization Shifts: Specifically in the
case of NF XL-MIMO, each antenna element in the array
receives the signal with a slightly different polarization angle
due to the geometric phase differences that arise from its po-
sition. The result is a polarization gradient across the array, as
each element effectively sees the signal at a slightly different
orientation. This relation is mathematically represented as

φℓ,n = φℓ,0 +
2π

λ
∆dℓ,n, (15)

where ∆dℓ,n =
√
d̄2ℓ,r + (ndarray)2 − d̄ℓ,r, φℓ,0 is the initial

polarization angle at the middle antenna element in the array
from path ℓ. Fig. 3 illustrates this spatial variation of polar-
ization angle across an XL-MIMO array as a function of (a)
distance d and (b) angle ϕ. In the NF regime, the curvature
of the incident wavefront induces non-stationary polarization
characteristics across the array, unlike the uniform polarization
response observed in FF MIMO. Fig. 3 (a) shows that at
shorter distances (<30), the polarization angle exhibits rapid
fluctuations due to spherical wavefront effects, while at greater
distances, the variations become more structured. Fig. 3 (b)
highlights periodic polarization shifts with respect to ϕ, which
are linked to spatial phase differences across the array. These
effects play a critical role in NF radar and JRC systems,
where polarization diversity can be leveraged for interference
suppression and target discrimination.
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C. Antenna Selection

To mitigate XPD and optimize sensing-communication co-
existence, we introduce a dynamic polarization-aware AS
mechanism that selects a subset of antennas based on po-
larization alignment, interference minimization, and spatial
efficiency. With the dynamic selection applied, not all antennas
should be active, only a subset S of Nr selected antennas
contributes to the received signal. To extract only the selected
antennas, we define the AS matrix S as a binary diagonal
matrix that selects the desired antennas. If the n-th antenna
is selected, then Snn = 1, otherwise Snn = 0. The received
signal in (2) after antenna selection becomes ŷ = Sy(t). This
selection allows us to mathematically integrate our proposed
polarization-aware selection mechanism into the received sig-
nal model. The SINR at the receiver is then given as

SINR =
||SHCE||2

||SHXE||2 + σ2
c

, (16)

where HC =

[
hVrVt

0
0 hHrHt

]
, and HX =

[
0 hVrHt

hHrVt
0

]
.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we formulate an optimization problem for
polarization-aware AS in NF XL-MIMO JRC systems, aiming
to maximize the SE and radar Pd while minimizing XPD. The
problem incorporates AS, polarization-dependent interference
mitigation, and computational efficiency constraints to ensure
practical feasibility. A key challenge in DP JRC multiplexing
is polarization leakage, where channel depolarization leads to
XPD between JRC signals [6]. This interference arises due to
multipath propagation, scattering, and reflections, degrading
both communication SE and radar Pd. The issue is amplified
in XL-MIMO due to its large-scale array structure and inherent
non-stationarity. Unlike conventional MIMO, where all an-
tennas experience similar channel conditions, NF XL-MIMO
introduces distinct VRs, leading to polarization distortions
across different subarrays. The goal is to select antennas
maximizing SE for communication while ensuring high Pd for
sensing, subject to polarization and computational constraints

A. Communication-based Antenna Selection

For communication, the objective is to maximize SE by
selecting antennas that improve SINR while minimizing cross-
pol interference. The optimization problem is formulated as

P1 : max
Sc

∑
n∈Sc

log2 (1 + SINRn) , (17a)

s.t. Sc ⊆ V, |Sc| ≥ Smin
c , |Sc| ≤ Nc, (17b)

PX(n)

PC(n)
≤ γcomm, ∀n ∈ Sc, (17c)

where SINRn is the SINR at the n-th antenna, contributing to
the overall SE, Sc represents the set of selected antennas for
communication, Smin

c is the minimum number of selected an-
tennas, ensuring fairness when multiple VRs exist. Constraint
(17b) enforces selection within the VR while ensuring that the
number of selected antennas; is at least the size of the smallest

VR across all paths, Smin
c = min (|V1|, |V2|, ..., |VL|) does

not exceed the maximum allowed antennas Nc. Constraint
(17c) enforces a cross-pol power ratio threshold, ensuring that
antennas with excessive polarization leakage are not selected.

When only a single VR is observed (L = 1), the selection
adapts based on system requirements

Sc =

{
|V1|
2 , (Fairness-based Selection)

λ|V1|, (Adaptive-based Selection, λ)
(18)

where λ is an adjustable factor, λ > 0.5 prioritizes commu-
nication centric applications, and λ < 0.5 prioritizes sensing
centric applications. The final AS for communication is

Sc =
⋃
ℓ

Sℓ
c , ∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L} (19)

where Sℓ
c ⊆ Vℓ is AS from each VR. If multiple VRs exist,

then ensure |Sc| ≥ Smin
c for fairness across different VRs.

B. Sensing-based Antenna Selection

For radar sensing, the objective is to maximize detection
probability by selecting antennas that provide strong co-pol
radar returns. The problem is formulated as

P2 : max
Ss

Pd = Q

(
τ −

∑
n∈Ss

P radar
n

σn

)
(20a)

s.t. Ss ⊆ V, |Ss| ≥ Smin
s , |Ss| ≤ Ns (20b)

PC(n)

PX(n)
≥ γradar, ∀n ∈ Ss (20c)

where Pd is modeled using the Q-function, τ is the detection
threshold, and σn is the noise variance at the receiver. P radar

n

represents the received radar power at the n-th antenna, Ss

is the set of selected antennas for sensing and Smin
s is the

minimum number of antennas required to ensure fairness
in multi-VR scenarios. Constraint (20b) enforces selection
within the VR while ensuring that the number of selected
antennas is at least the size of the smallest VR across all
paths, Smin

s = min (|V1|, |V2|, ..., |VL|) and does not exceed
the maximum allowed antennas Ns. Constraint (20c) ensures
co-pol dominance, meaning antennas where the co-pol radar
power is significantly higher than the cross-pol power are
prioritized. Similar to (18), here also the same concept is
ensured for fairness-based and adaptive-based selection for
sensing-centric and communication-centric applications.

The final set of selected sensing antennas is given by

Ss =
⋃
ℓ

Sℓ
s, ∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L} (21)

where Sℓ
s ⊆ Vℓ represents antennas selected from each VR. If

multiple VRs exist, we ensure that |Ss| ≥ Smin
s to guarantee

fairness across different VRs.

IV. PROPOSED ANTENNA SELECTION SCHEME

In this section, we propose a Greedy-based AS scheme
for XL-MIMO JRC systems. The objective is to identify the
most effective subset of antennas for both sensing and com-
munication, ensuring high SE, improved SINR, and enhanced
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radar detection probability while mitigating XPD. At first, each
antenna in the XL-MIMO array captures both polarization
components (H and V), which undergo polarization shifts
due to propagation effects. Furthermore, each antenna element
introduces an additional random polarization deviation of ±∆,
leading to further polarization misalignment. Additionally,
depolarization effects cause power imbalance between the two
polarizations [24], influencing the AS process.

To address these issues, we introduce a power-aware and
polarization-aware selection approach based on the following

• Received Co-Pol Power Levels: Evaluate whether the
antenna is better suited for sensing or communication.

• XPD Suppression: Ensures antennas with high polariza-
tion leakage are not selected.

• Spatial Consistency: Maintains smooth antenna selection
transitions across the array, avoiding sudden variations.

Starting from the first criteria, the received power at the
n-th antenna for each polarization component is given by

PH(n) = E
[∣∣yHn ∣∣2] , PV (n) = E

[∣∣yVn ∣∣2] . (22)

where PH(n) represents the received power of the H polar-
ization component (co-pol OFDM) and PV (n) represents the
received power of the V polarization component (co-pol chirp).
To quantify the power imbalance between them, we define the
polarization power imbalance factor as

Γn =
PH(n)

PV (n)
, (23)

where a high Γn indicates that H-polarized signals are dom-
inant, and a low Γn indicates V-polarized dominance. The
cross-pol power components at each antenna are given by

PH→V
X (n) = E

[∣∣yV,Hn

∣∣2] , PV→H
X (n) = E

[∣∣yH,V
n

∣∣2] ,
(24)

where PH→V
X (n) represents cross-pol power leakage from

OFDM (H) into the chirp (V) component and PV→H
X (n)

represents cross-pol power leakage from chirp (V) into the
OFDM (H) component.

To determine whether an antenna should be assigned for
communication or sensing, we use the following selection rule

Sn =


1, if PH(n) > PV→H

X (n), (AS for comm.),
1, if PV (n) > PH→V

X (n), (AS for sensing),
0, otherwise.

(25)
where if PH(n) is greater than the cross-pol interference
PV→H
X (n), then the antenna is assigned for communica-

tion, and if PV (n) is greater than the cross-pol interference
PH→V
X (n), then the antenna is assigned for radar sensing. If

the power levels are nearly equal, an additional constraint is
applied to maintain spatial consistency.

In scenarios where the power levels of both polarizations
are nearly equal, selection is smoothed by ensuring antennas
in the same VR follow a consistent trend

Sn =

{
Sn−1, if |PH(n)− PV (n)| ≤ ϵ,

Sn, otherwise.
(26)

Algorithm 1 Proposed Greedy-based AS for XL-MIMO JRC
1: Input: yH

n ,yV
n , PH→V

X (n), PV→H
X (n), ϵ

2: Output: S
3: Initialization: Set S = ∅
4: for n = 1 : N do
5: Compute received power for each polarization using

(22).
6: Compute cross-pol power leakage using (24).
7: Step 1: Antenna Selection
8: if PH(n) > PV→H

X (n) then
9: Assign antenna n for communication (Sn = 1)

10: else if PV (n) > PH→V
X (n) then

11: Assign antenna n for radar sensing (Sn = 1)
12: else
13: Discard antenna n (Sn = 0)
14: end if
15: Step 2: Spatial Consistency
16: if |PH(n)− PV (n)| ≤ ϵ then
17: Assign Sn = Sn−1 (Maintain spatial coherence)
18: end if
19: end for
20: Step 3: Final Selection

S =
⋃

ℓ Sℓ, ∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L}.
21: Return S

where ϵ is a small threshold to detect near-equal power levels.
The AS Sn follows its previous antenna’s selection Sn−1,
ensuring spatial smoothness.

The final set of selected antennas across all VRs is

S =
⋃
ℓ

Sℓ, ∀ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , L}. (27)

where S ∈ {Sc, Ss} is the final set of selected antennas, and
Sℓ is the subset of antennas within the ℓ-th VR. The proposed
AS scheme is summarized in Algorithm 1.
Polarization-induced interference mitigation: From (3), the
cross-pol interference components affect the received signal.
To suppress this, we adopt the depolarization mitigation tech-
nique presented in [6], leading to a refined received signal
model

yV
n(t) = hn

VrVt
EV (t) + wV

n (t),

yH
n(t) = hn

HrHt
EH(t) + wH

n (t),
(28)

where interference components are significantly suppressed,
although some residual interference may persist. For both
yV
n(t) and yH

n(t) conventional radar and communication signal
processing is applied as in [6] and [25].

A. Complexity Analysis

The proposed AS scheme for XL-MIMO operates in a NF
environment. The number of paths L, observed by a UE deter-
mines the number of VRs available for AS. The computational
complexity of the proposed AS is analyzed as follows:

1) Computing the Received Power Components: For each
antenna n, we compute the received power for both
co-pol and cross-pol components using (22) and (24).
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Since these computations must be performed for all N
antennas, the complexity is O(N).

2) Computing the Polarization Power Imbalance Factor:
The polarization power imbalance factor at each antenna
is computed from (23). This step involves a division
operation per antenna, yielding a complexity of O(N).

3) Antenna Selection Based on Polarization: The selection
criteria involve threshold-based comparisons from (25).
Each decision requires a constant-time operation per
antenna, leading to a total complexity of O(N).

4) Visibility Region Consideration: Since each UE per-
ceives multiple VRs, fairness in AS requires selecting
a minimum number of antennas across L VRs. Finding
the minimum from L sets of antennas (each containing
at most N elements) requires O(LN).

5) Sorting for Fairness and Load Balancing: To ensure
fairness, antennas within each VR are sorted based on
received power, requiring O(N logN) per VR. Since
sorting is performed across L VRs, the total sorting
complexity is O(LN logN).

6) Final Complexity Expression: Summing up the com-
plexity of all operations, we obtain O(N) + O(N) +
O(N) + O(LN) + O(LN logN). Since the sorting
term dominates, the overall complexity of the proposed
method is, O(LN logN). For multiple UEs the com-
plexity becomes, O(KLN logN).

The proposed AS scheme is the first in the literature to
jointly incorporate both JRC and polarization effects in XL-
MIMO. Due to the distinctiveness of this approach, direct
comparisons with existing works are not feasible. However,
to establish a benchmark, we compare the computational
complexity of our method with existing AS schemes in XL-
MIMO that focus exclusively on communication [26], [27], as
radar sensing has not been considered in these prior works.

The complexity in [26] is based on four different schemes.
Their complexities are; highest received normalized power
scheme (HRNP), O(MK+M logM) where M is number of
antennas and K is number of UEs, local search (LS)-based AS
O(NitMK2), where Nit is the number of iterations, genetic
algorithm (GA) scheme, O(NitpGAMK2), where pGA is the
population size of the GA, and particle swarm optimization
(PSO), O(NitpPSOMK2), where pPSO is number of particles
in PSO. Similarly, GA scheme in [27] has complexity of
O(K3T (Np + Ne) + K3Ne + K2TN(Np + Ne) + K2Ne),
where T is number of generations, Np is population size, and
Ne is number of elite individuals. In contrast, our proposed
AS has complexity of O(KLN logN). Unlike GA and PSO,
which require O(K2) to O(K3) operations due to iterative
evaluations, our method efficiently selects antennas without
costly population-based optimization. The GA-based scheme
in [27] scales as O(K3), making it computationally intensive
for large-scale systems. Similarly, GA and PSO in [26] require
O(K2) operations, leading to scalability challenges. In con-
trast, our method’s O(KLuN logN) complexity ensures bet-
ter scalability for XL-MIMO, reducing processing time while
maintaining fairness and mitigating cross-pol interference.

V. SYSTEM ANALYSIS

This section analyzes the proposed AS scheme in terms of
SER for communication and Pd for sensing under varying
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), polarization shifts, and interfer-
ence conditions.

A. Symbol Error Rate
In this section, we derive the SER performance of the

proposed AS scheme while considering both polarization-
induced interference mitigation and AS. The objective is to
evaluate how proposed AS improves the received SNR and
reduces the SER in XL-MIMO JRC systems. The total power
of the useful signal received at the radar receiver in the
presence of XPD is given as [28]

P ′
R =

PT

1 + χ
, (29)

where PT consists of co-pol (PC
T ) and cross-pol (PX

T ) com-
ponents as PT = PC

T +PX
T . The χ models cross-pol leakage,

we have PX
T = χPC

T , leading to the co-pol component,
PC
T = PT /1 + χ. Since only the co-pol signal is useful, the

effective received power is P ′
R = PC

T = PT /1 + χ. Moreover,
χ is within 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1, a higher χ implies greater leakage
and degraded signal reception. The received SNR without
mitigation is

SNRr =
P ′
R

N0
=

PT

(1 + χ)N0
, (30)

where N0 is the power spectral density of Gaussian noise.
If polarization mitigation is applied, the received signal

components are refined, and the effective power is given as
PH′′

= E[|EH |2], and PV ′′
= E[|EV |2]. The SNR after

polarization mitigation improves to

SNR′
r =

PH′′
+ PV ′′

N0
=

PT

N0
. (31)

With the proposed AS, antennas with high interference are
excluded, retaining only those with strong signals. The effec-
tive power across selected antennas is PAS

R =
∑

n∈Sc
P useful
n ,

where P useful
n is the received power at the n-th selected an-

tenna. The corresponding SNR with AS is SNRAS = PAS
R /N0.

Furthermore, by excluding antennas that suffer from high
XPD, the effective XPD factor is reduced

ηAS(χ) =
1

1 + χAS
, (32)

where χAS represents the adjusted XPD factor after selecting
the most favorable antennas, ensuring that χAS < χ. The SER
in a fading channel is given by the integral

SER =

∫ ∞

0

Q

(√
2

PT

(1 + χ)N0
γ

)
fγ(γ)dγ. (33)

where γ is the instantaneous SNR, and fγ(γ) is the PDF of
γ. For a Rayleigh fading channel, γ follows an exponential
distribution fγ(γ) = 1

γ̄ e
−γ/γ̄ , where γ̄ is the average SNR,

substituting this into (33) yields

SER =

∫ ∞

0

Q

(√
2

PT

(1 + χ)N0
γ

)
1

γ̄
e−γ/γ̄dγ. (34)
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Using Craig’s formula for the Q-function [29], Q(x) =
1
π

∫ π
2

0
exp

(
− x2

2 sin2 θ

)
dθ, and solving using contour integra-

tion, the SER without AS and without mitigation is

SER =
1

2

(
1−

√
γ̄

1 + γ̄

)
. (35)

When AS is incorporated, the effective SNR is improved,
leading to a modified SER expression

SERAS =
1

2

(
1−

√
γ̄ASηAS(χ)

1 + γ̄ASηAS(χ)

)
. (36)

The impact of AS and polarization mitigation on SER
improvement can be expressed as

∆SER = SER − SERAS =
1

2

(√
γ̄

1 + γ̄
−

√
γ̄ASηAS(χ)

1 + γ̄ASηAS(χ)

)
.

(37)
Since cross-pol leakage χ degrades the effective SNR, its
impact on SER is γ̄eff = γ̄/1 + χ. At high SNR (γ̄ ≫ 1), SER
approaches zero, limγ̄→∞ SER ≈ 0. At low SNR (γ̄ ≪ 1),
XPD causes severe degradation, limγ̄→0 SER ≈ 1

2 . Polariza-
tion mitigation and AS reduce SER by enhancing received
power and suppressing interference, making AS essential for
minimizing SER degradation in DP XL-MIMO JRC systems,
especially under high-XPD conditions.

B. Probability of detection

Once the AS for radar receivers is allocated, radar signal
processing is performed. To mathematically formulate radar
target detection, we consider the received chirp signal EV (t)
after analog mixing. The goal is to distinguish between two
hypotheses in a binary hypothesis test H1, where a target is
present, and H0, where only noise is present. The received
signal model is expressed as

H1 : Y = EV (t) + wV (t),

H0 : Y = wV (t),
(38)

where wV (t) represents the additive noise. This forms a
standard binary hypothesis testing problem, where a linear

detector is applied [30], z = |Y |
H1
<
>
H0

T , where T is the

detection threshold. Under H0, the amplitude z follows a
Rayleigh distribution

pz (z | H0) =

{
2z
σ2
φ
exp

(
− z2

σ2
φ

)
, z ≥ 0

0, z < 0.
(39)

The probability of false alarm (Pfa) is obtained by integrating
the Rayleigh-distributed noise over the threshold

Pfa =

∫ ∞

T
pz (z | H0) dz = exp

(
−T 2

σ2
φ

)
. (40)

Rearranging for T at a given Pfa, T = σφ

√
− lnPfa. Here,

σφ represents the combined effects of noise and residual
interference. Since detection is performed in each delay-
Doppler bin, T is adjusted dynamically to maintain a constant

Pfa [31]. Under hypothesis H1, the amplitude z follows a
Rician distribution

pz (z | H1) =

 2z
σ2
φ
exp

[
− (z2+E2)

σ2
φ

]
I0

(
2Ez
σφ

)
, z ≥ 0,

0, z < 0.
(41)

The Pd is then given by Pd =
∫∞
T pz (z | H1) dz. By substi-

tuting the threshold T , the closed-form expression for Pd is
derived as

Pd = Q1

(√
2E2

σ2
φ

,

√
2T 2

σ2
φ

)
, (42)

which, after substituting T in terms of Pfa, simplifies to

Pd = Q1

(√
2|E|2
E [|φ|2]

,
√
−2 lnPfa

)
. (43)

Since the SNR is defined as SINR = |E|2
E[|φ|2] , the final

expression for Pd is

Pd = Q1

(√
2 · SINR,

√
−2 lnPfa

)
, (44)

where Q1(a, b) is the first-order Marcum Q-function. To
achieve a specific Pd at a given Pfa, the required SNR is

SNR =

(
Pd

Pfa

)1/Rr

− 1

1− P
1/Rr

d

, (45)

where Rr is the number of reference cells in the detection
window.

The proposed AS scheme improves radar detection by
selecting antennas that maximize the received signal quality
while mitigating interference. Given that radar detection relies
on the received (SNR), the effective post-AS SNR is

SNRAS =

∑
n∈Ss

P useful
n

E [|φ|2]
, (46)

where P useful
n is the received power at each selected antenna.

The AS reduces interference, enhancing effective SNR. The
Pd depends on SNR as in (44). With AS, the improved Pd is
PAS
d = Q1

(√
2 · SNRAS,

√
−2 lnPfa

)
.

The Pd gain from AS is ∆Pd = PAS
d − Pd. While the

total received power is, PR =
∑N

n=1

(
P useful
n + P interf

n

)
. Since

AS retains antennas with minimal interference, post-selection
power is denoted as, PAS

R =
∑

n∈Ss
P useful
n . This leads to SNR

improvement due to AS as

SNRAS

SNR
=

∑
n∈Ss

P useful
n∑N

n=1 (P
useful
n + P interf

n )
. (47)

The AS removes antennas with interference,
∑

n∈Sr
P interf
n ≪∑N

n=1 P
interf
n . This leads to a higher effective SINR

SINRAS =

∑
n∈Ss

P useful
n∑

n∈Ss
P interf
n + E [|φ|2]

. (48)

Since SINR directly impacts detection, the Pd with AS is
given by PAS

d = Q1

(√
2 · SINRAS,

√
−2 lnPfa

)
. The final
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Fig. 4. (a) Complexity analysis comparison of proposed AS with [26], [27],
and (b) the power imbalance between the co- and cross-pol components (H/V).

expression for SNR improvement due to AS is derived by
normalizing the post-AS power levels

SNRAS =

∑
n∈Ss

P useful
n∑N

n=1 P
useful
n

· SNR. (49)

The proposed AS significantly enhances the Pd by increasing
the effective received power and suppressing the interference.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section evaluates the proposed AS using metrics such
as computational complexity, SE, SINR, and Pd. The simula-
tions are conducted for an XL-MIMO system with a uniform
linear array with N = 256, and a carrier frequency of
fc = 28 GHz. The system models a propagation environment
where each VR exhibits polarization-dependent variations,
with polarization angular shifts from [0, 2π], Gmax = 1,
and αXY

ℓ ∼ U(0, 2π). The received co-pol and cross-pol
components experience XPD of 10 dB and χ = 0.1 dB. The
Pd is analyzed across SNR values from −10 dB to 30 dB.

A. Complexity Analysis

This section evaluates the proposed AS scheme’s com-
plexity and scalability compared to HRNP, LS, and GA-
based methods. Fig. 4(a) demonstrates that GA-based schemes
exhibit cubic complexity, O(K3) , due to iterative updates,
making them infeasible for XL-MIMO. In contrast, the pro-
posed AS leverages VR-based selection, significantly reduc-
ing computational overhead while ensuring efficient antenna
selection. HRNP, though computationally simple, suffers from
poor selection accuracy, while LS improves performance at
the cost of higher overhead. The proposed AS maintains
controlled complexity, making it ideal for next-generation JRC
applications where real-time scalability is critical. Fig. 4(b)
illustrates the polarization-dependent power imbalance across
antennas, a key factor in XL-MIMO. Due to channel-induced
mismatches and depolarization, received power varies for H
(red) and V (blue) polarization components. The proposed AS
dynamically selects antennas that maximize signal reception
while suppressing and mitigating leakage.

B. Communication Performance

Figure 5 shows that the proposed AS enhances SINR across
varying polarization shifts. At larger shifts (e.g., 60◦ and
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Fig. 6. (a) SE of the proposed AS and without AS, and (b) SER vs SNR.

80◦), conventional schemes suffer from increased cross-pol
interference, while the proposed AS maintains strong co-
pol alignment, preventing SINR degradation. SINR is crucial
for both sensing and communication, as poor AS directly
impacts their performance. To ensure reliable JRC operation,
the proposed AS strategically selects antennas based on SINR,
optimizing signal reception and target detection accuracy. Fig.
6(a) shows SE performance, where proposed AS consistently
outperforms conventional methods. By selecting antennas with
optimal co-pol alignment, AS improves throughput and spatial
diversity while mitigating interference. Notably, the perfor-
mance gap widens at high SNR, emphasizing AS effective-
ness in interference-limited scenarios. Fig. 6(b) shows SER
performance, where proposed AS achieves significantly lower
error rates. Conventional schemes exhibit an error floor due
to suboptimal antennas introducing interference. AS mitigates
this issue, ensuring only high-SNR antennas contribute to
demodulation, which exponentially reduces SER at high SNR.

C. Radar Performance

Figure 7(a) shows that the proposed AS improves Pd

across all SNR levels. Without AS, detection performance
suffers at large polarization shifts due to reduced effective
received power. The proposed AS dynamically selects an-
tennas with strong co-pol alignment, enhancing Pd while
minimizing Pfa. Fig. 7(b) presents the ROC curves, where
AS achieves superior target detection accuracy, particularly
at low Pfa. Conventional methods exhibit a rightward ROC
shift, indicating reduced robustness against multipath-induced
interference. The proposed AS ensures reliable detection, a
critical requirement for XL-MIMO radar applications. Fig.
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Fig. 7. (a) Pd vs SNR, (b) ROC curves for Pd against Pfa, and (c) velocity-distance plot for the estimated target with and without proposed AS scheme.

7(c) further validates the radar sensing improvements via
velocity-distance plots. Conventional methods generate false
targets due to polarization leakage and multipath interference.
The proposed AS mitigates these effects, improving spatial
resolution and target separability. This highlights its effective-
ness in enhancing radar-based sensing for JRC networks.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a polarization-aware AS scheme for XL-
MIMO, optimizing communication and sensing by selecting
antennas based on co-pol and cross-pol power levels. The
method mitigates polarization leakage and cross-pol inter-
ference, improving SE, SER, and radar detection. Unlike
heuristic approaches with high complexity, the proposed VR-
based selection ensures scalability for large-scale XL-MIMO.
Simulations confirm superior performance over conventional
methods, making it a strong candidate for next-generation JRC
networks. Future work could explore real-time polarization
tracking and machine learning-driven adaptive AS to enhance
robustness in dynamic environments. Furthermore, the pro-
posed AS can be extended by integrating it with adaptive
beamforming to further enhance SE and Pd.
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