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Beyond Traditional Coherence Time: An
Electromagnetic Perspective for Mobile Channels

Zihan Zhou, Li Chen, Senior Member, Ang Chen, and Weidong Wang

Abstract—Channel coherence time has been widely regarded
as a critical parameter in the design of mobile systems. However,
a prominent challenge lies in integrating electromagnetic (EM)
polarization effects into the derivation of the channel coherence
time. In this paper, we develop a framework to analyze the
impact of polarization mismatch on the channel coherence time.
Specifically, we first establish an EM channel model to capture
the essence of EM wave propagation. Based on this model, we
then derive the EM temporal correlation function, incorporating
the effects of polarization mismatch and beam misalignment.
Further, considering the random orientation of the mobile user
equipment (UE), we derive a closed-form solution for the EM
coherence time in the turning scenario. When the trajectory
degenerates into a straight line, we also provide a closed-form
lower bound on the EM coherence time. The simulation results
validate our theoretical analysis and reveal that neglecting the
EM polarization effects leads to overly optimistic estimates of
the EM coherence time.

Index Terms—Channel coherence time, electromagnetic chan-
nel model, mobile systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

NEXT generation wireless networks are expected to sup-
port emerging applications with complex mobility pat-

terns, including autonomous driving (AD), virtual reality (VR),
and augmented reality (AR) [1]. A prominent challenge here
is the link instability caused by rapid channel fading due
to high mobility. To capture the dynamic channel variations,
the channel coherence time is regarded as a crucial factor
determining the update frequency of channel state information
(CSI) [2]. Within a coherence time, the channel response is
considered constant [3]. Thus, it is of practical importance to
properly quantify the channel coherence time.

Numerous studies have proposed various methods to deter-
mine the channel coherence time. A rule of thumb sets it as
the duration required for the user equipment (UE) to move a
quarter-wavelength distance [4], while a more rigorous defi-
nition specifies it as the maximum time interval maintaining
channel temporal correlation above a predefined threshold [5].
Furthermore, the authors of [6] related the coherence time with
the beam pointing error due to UE mobility and proposed a
novel metric called the beam coherence time, which is an order
of magnitude longer than the conventional coherence time. The
work in [7] investigated the impact of UE mobility under non-
rotational trajectories and derived a closed-form expression for
the worst-case coherence time.

Note that the above works ignored certain electromagnetic
(EM) effects in channel modeling, specifically the polarization
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mismatch. In [8], the authors indicated that the impact of po-
larization mismatch could significantly influence the temporal
dynamics of the mobile channel. A more accurate approach
to evaluating the coherence time should be proposed based
on the channel model using the EM theory. Recently, the
EM channel, derived from Maxwell’s equations, has been
extensively investigated. The works in [9] and [10] utilized the
Green’s function to model the EM channel, which captures the
EM propagation characteristics. To further leverage the above
theoretical progress in practical system design, the authors of
[11] proposed a new channel estimation scheme based on the
EM theory. However, there is no prior work that integrates
EM polarization effects into the coherence time determination.
Unlike conventional channels used in traditional coherence
time analyses, EM channels involve more complex amplitude
and phase modeling, which is mathematically intractable [12].
This makes it challenging to derive the closed-form expression
for the EM coherence time.

Motivated by the above discussion, in this paper, we develop
an EM channel model to accurately characterize the impact of
polarization mismatch. Then, accounting for both the beam
misalignment and variations in the EM polarization effects
caused by UE mobility, we present the temporal correlation
function of the EM channel. Further, we consider two typical
motion scenarios, i.e., the turning and linear motion scenarios.
For these two scenarios, we derive the closed-form expressions
for the EM coherence time. Simulation results validate our an-
alytical solutions and demonstrate that neglecting polarization
mismatch leads to over-optimistic coherence time estimates.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As depicted in Fig. 1, we consider a cellular mobile system,
where a base station (BS) equipped with a uniform linear
array (ULA) consisting of Nr patch antenna elements serves
a mobile UE configured with a uni-polarized antenna.

We establish an orthonormal coordinate system O-xyz
with the center of the ULA positioned at point O′ along
the z-axis. The ULA elements are configured along the x-
axis with inter-element spacing d, and hr is the height of
the array. The position of the m-th receiving antenna can
be denoted as rmr = [0, ymr , hr]

T, where ymr = δmd and
δm = 1

2 (2m − Nr + 1). The position of the UE at time t

is denoted as ru(t) = [xu(t), yu(t), 0]
T. Then, the distance

between the UE and the m-th antenna can be calculated as

rm(t) = ∥rm(t)∥ = ∥rmr − ru(t)∥
=

√
r2(t) + δ2md

2 − 2r(t)δmd sinϕ(t) sin θ(t) , (1)
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the cellular mobile system model at time t, where the
time index t is ignored for notational convenience.

where r(t) is the BS-UE distance between the center of
the ULA and the UE, ϕ(t) and θ(t) denote the azimuth
and elevation components of the angles of arrival (AoAs),
respectively.

To describe the motion state, we consider that the UE moves
at a constant speed v with its antenna orientation changing in
accordance with the direction of motion [13]. We define a
normalized vector κ̂(t) = [sinϑ(t), cosϑ(t), 0]

T to indicate
the instantaneous orientation of the transmit antenna, where
ϑ(t) denotes the heading angle with respect to the y-axis.
Within a short duration, the turn rate ω can be considered
constant, and the trajectory can be modeled as a circular arc
segment with the turning radius ρ = v/ω.

A. EM Channel Model

To accurately capture the EM polarization effects of wireless
signals, we derive the channel model from the EM perspective,
where the source current of the UE generates the radiated
electric field at the BS to establish the communication link.
Specifically, the phasor of the current density along the UE can
be written as J (t) = I0κ̂(t), where I0 is the scalar current
density. Based on Maxwell’s equations, the resulting electric
field at the position rmr is

E (t) =

∫
Su

Gm (t)J (ru(t)) dru(t), (2)

where Su is the source region and Gm (t) ∈ C3×3 is the dyadic
Green’s function. Under the assumption rm(t) ≫ λ, where λ
is the wavelength, Gm (t) can be approximated as [14]

Gm (t) ≃ jη

2λrm(t)
ejkrm(t)

(
I− r̂m(t)r̂Tm(t)

)
, (3)

where j =
√
−1, I indicates the identity matrix, r̂m(t) =

rm(t)/∥rm(t)∥ is the unit vector of rm, η is the intrinsic
impedance of free space, and k = 2π/λ is the wavenumber.
Substituting (3) into (2), we have

E (t) = j
Vin

λrm(t)
ejkrm(t) (r̂m(t)⊗ κ̂(t))⊗ r̂m(t), (4)

where ⊗ is the cross product and Vin = η
2 I0Su is the initial

voltage. The EM channel between the UE and the m-th
antenna can be modeled as

hm(t) = βm(t)ejkrm(t), (5)

where the channel amplitude βm(t) is given by

βm(t) =
∥E (t) ∥
Vin

√
At

√
−r̂Tm(t)ûx

=

√√√√√ 1

4πr2m(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
FSPL

h2r + r2h,m(t) cos2(ϑ(t) + ϕ(t))

r2m(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Polarization mismatch loss

xu(t)

rm(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
EA loss

, (6)

where rh,m(t) =

√
x2u(t) + [ymr − yu(t)]

2 is the projection
of rm(t) onto the horizontal plane, ûx is a unit vector
along the x-axis,

√
−r̂Tmûy is the projection coefficient [15],

and At = λ2/(4π) is the effective area of the isotropic
antenna [16]. Unlike the conventional free-space path loss
(FSPL) model, the channel amplitude in (6) incorporates the
polarization mismatch loss and effective aperture (EA) loss.

Since the distance rm(t) is much larger than the inter-
element spacing, the amplitude variations across array ele-
ments can be neglected, i.e., βm(t) ≃ β0(t),∀m with β0(t)
denoting the channel amplitude at the center of the array.
For notational brevity, we omit the subscript 0 for further
discussion. Then, hm(t) can be extended to a multi-antenna
channel vector as

h(t) = β(t)ar [ϕ(t), θ(t)] e
jkr(t), (7)

where ar [ϕ(t), θ(t)] ∈ CNr×1 is the steering vector. Using the
Fresnel approximation [17], the n-th element of ar [ϕ(t), θ(t)]
can be written as

{ar [ϕ(t), θ(t)]}n = e
−jkd

[
δnΨ(t)−

δ2nd
2(1−Ψ2(t))

2r(t)

]
, (8)

where Ψ(t) = sinϕ(t) sin θ(t).

B. EM Temporal Correlation Function

The mobility of the UE leads to the channel’s time-varying
characteristics. To mitigate the effects of channel mismatch
due to the motion, the UE is required to transmit pilot
signals after each EM coherence time TEM to update the CSI.
During each TEM, the channel response remains approximately
constant. Nevertheless, a non-zero delay τ inevitably exists
between the estimated channel and the actual channel within
the TEM.

To derive the EM coherence time, we consider the EM
temporal correlation function, which is denoted as

R(τ) = E

[ ∣∣hH(0)h(τ)
∣∣

max {∥h(0)∥2, ∥h(τ)∥2}

]

=E

[
min{β(0), β(τ)}
max{β(0), β(τ)}

∣∣aHr [ϕ(0), θ(0)]ar[ϕ(τ), θ(τ)]∣∣
Nr

]
, (9)

where R(τ) is comprised of two components. The first com-
ponent characterizes the channel amplitude variations, which
capture the polarization mismatch. The second component
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represents the beam misalignment resulting from AoA errors
induced by UE mobility.

Based on the EM temporal correlation function in (9), we
define the EM coherence time TEM as

TEM = inf
τ
{τ |R(τ) < ζ } , (10)

where ζ is the specified threshold. Using this definition, we
derive the EM coherence time in the next section.

III. ELECTROMAGNETIC COHERENCE TIME

In this section, we first analyze the impact of UE motion
on AoAs variations using a geometric model. Taking both
the above angle variations and the polarization mismatch into
consideration, we then derive the closed-form expressions for
the EM coherence time for two specific scenarios, i.e., the
turning scenario and linear motion scenario.

A. AoAs Variations due to UE Mobility

As shown in Fig. 2, we assume that the UE is located at
point PA at time 0 and arrives at point PB at time τ . The
variation in ϑ(t) within τ is represented as ∆ϑ = ωτ and the
displacement between PA and PB is D=2ρ sin ∆ϑ

2 . We denote
the projection of r(t) onto the horizontal plane as rh(t), point
P ′
B lies on the extension of line OPA and satisfies OPB =
OP ′

B. Additionally, we define the angle ψ = ∠OPBPA.
According to the geometric relationship, the variation in

azimuth angle ∆ϕ within a duration τ can be derived as

∆ϕ ≃ D sinψ

rh(0)
≃ 2ρ

rh(0)
sinψ sin

∆ϑ

2
, (11)

where we use the approximation sin∆ϕ ≃ ∆ϕ for small ∆ϕ.
Since sin∆θ ≃ ∆θ and rh(τ)−rh(0) ≃ D cosψ, the variation
in elevation angle ∆θ can be derived as

∆θ ≃ rh(τ)− rh(0)

r(0)
sin∠OP ′

BO
′

≃ 2ρ

r(0)
cosψ

hr
r(τ)

sin
∆ϑ

2
. (12)

It can be observed that the angular variations within τ are
bounded by ∆ϕ ≤ 2ρ

rh(0)
and ∆θ ≤ 2ρhr

r(0)r(τ) . Considering the
above motion-induced angle errors ∆ϕ and ∆θ, R(τ) in (9)
can be further expressed as a complicated function, which
presents challenges in calculating the EM coherence time TEM.
To derive a closed-form expression of TEM, we consider two
typical motion scenarios: the turning scenario and the linear
motion scenario.

B. EM Coherence Time for Turning Scenario

In this scenario, the UE travels a curve with a small turning
radius ρ ≪ rh(0), leading to ∆ϕ → 0 and ∆θ → 0. This
implies that the impact of beam misalignment is negligible.
Since ρ is small, the displacement has a negligible effect on the
channel amplitude, and the UE’s position can be considered
unchanged within τ , i.e., xu(τ) ≃ xu(0) and yu(τ) ≃ yu(0).

When the UE is turning, the orientation of the antenna
changes accordingly [13], and the variation of the polarization
mismatch loss exerts a pronounced impact on channel temporal

Fig. 2: The geometric model when UE moves within a duration τ .

correlation. Assuming that the initial heading angle ϑ0≜ϑ(0)
is uniformly distributed in [0, 2π], R(τ) in (9) is simplified to

R(τ) =
1

2π

∫
C

[
β(τ)

β(0)
IA +

β(0)

β(τ)
IB
]
dϑ0=

RA +RB

2π
, (13)

where I is the indicator function, RA =
∫
A

β(τ)
β(0)dϑ0 and RB =∫

B
β(0)
β(τ)dϑ0 are two integrals of R(τ). Due to the periodicity

of trigonometric functions, C can be taken as any continuous
interval of length 2π. A is defined as the region within C
where β(τ)

β(0) < 1 and B is the complement of A within C.
By substituting the channel amplitude in (6) into (13) and

applying the small ρ approximation, RA can be written as

RA ≃
∫
A

√
h2r + r2h(0) cos

2(ϑ0 +∆θ + ϕ(0))

h2r + r2h(0) cos
2 (ϑ0 + ϕ(0))

dϑ0

=

∫
A

√√√√1 +
cos (ϑ′0 + 2∆θ)− cosϑ′0

1 + 2h2

r2h (0)
+ cosϑ′0

dϑ0, (14)

where ϑ′0 = 2ϑ0 + 2ϕ(0). Based on the above definition, A
is determined by the inequality condition cos (ϑ′0 + 2∆θ) −
cosϑ′0 < 0. Thus, A can be calculated as

A = [α0, α1] ∪ [α2, α3] ≜
2⋃

i=1

[
ai1, a

i
2

]
, (15)

where αk = 1
2kπ − ϕ(0)− 1

2∆ϑ, ai1 and ai2 denote the lower
and upper bounds of the i-th sub-interval, respectively.

Using
√
1 + z ≃ 1 + z

2 for small z and cos(θ + ∆θ) ≃
cos θ −∆θ sin θ for small ∆θ, (14) can be rewritten as

RA =

∫
A
1− ∆ϑ sinϑ′0

1 +
2h2

r

r2h (0)
+ cosϑ′0

dϑ0

=

2∑
i=1

[
ϑ0+

∆ϑ

2
ln

(
1+

2h2r
r2h(0)

+cos(2ϑ0+2ϕ(0))

)]∣∣∣∣∣
ai2

ai1

.

Similarly, the region B can be represented as [α1, α2] ∪
[α3, α4] ≜

⋃2
i=1

[
bi1, b

i
2

]
, and the second integral RB is also

obtained using the same approach as

RB=

2∑
i=1

[
ϑ0−

∆ϑ

2
ln

(
1+

2h2r
r2h(0)

+cos(2ϑ0+2ϕ(0)+2∆ϑ)

)]∣∣∣∣∣
bi2

bi1

.
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Therefore, the correlation function for the turning scenario
can be derived as

R(τ) = 1− ∆ϑ

π
ln

1 +
2h2

r

r2h (0)
+ cos∆ϑ

1 +
2h2

r

r2h (0)
− cos∆ϑ


(a)
≃ 1− ∆ϑ

π
ln

4

(∆ϑ)2
, (16)

where the step (a) holds when r2h(0) is large and 1+cos∆ϑ
1−cos∆ϑ ≃

4
(∆ϑ)2 for small ∆ϑ. Following the definition in (10), we can
derive the closed-form solution of the EM coherence time in
the turning scenario as

TEM = − π(1− ζ)ρ

2vW−1

(
− (1−ζ)π

4

) , (17)

where W−1 (·) is a branch of the Lambert W function [18].
Note that for a given threshold ζ, the EM coherence time in
the turning scenario is directly proportional to the turn rate
v/ρ and is independent of the distance.

C. EM Coherence Time for Linear Motion Scenario

When the turning radius goes to infinity, the motion model
degenerates into a linear motion scenario. Since the direction
of travel remains constant, the impact of polarization mismatch
can be negligible. Then, by ignoring EM polarization effects,
the correlation function in (9) can be simplified as:

R(τ) = E

[∣∣aHr [ϕ(0), θ(0)]ar[ϕ(τ), θ(τ)]∣∣
Nr

]

=E

[
1

Nr

∣∣∣∣∣
Nr−1∑
n=0

e
−jkdδn

(
Ψ(τ)−Ψ(0)−dδn

Ψ(τ)2−Ψ2(0)
2r(0)

)∣∣∣∣∣
]
. (18)

Note that it is hard to obtain a closed-form expression for TEM
from (18). To obtain precise results, we solve it numerically.

Further, we consider a more typical case, where r(0) is
large. In this case, the quadratic phase term of h(t) in (7) is
neglected. ∆θ in (12), as a higher order term with respect to
1

r(0) , can also be negligible. Therefore, the correlation function
with specific AoAs can be expressed as

R(τ) =

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

Nr

Nr−1∑
n=0

e−jkdδn sin θ(0)[sin(ϕ(0)+∆ϕ)−sinϕ(0)]

∣∣∣∣∣
(b)
≃ e−

N2
r
2 sin θ(0)[sin(ϕ(0)+∆ϕ)−sinϕ(0)]2

(c)
≃ e

−N2
r
2 sin θ(0)

(
sinψ cosϕ(0)

rh(0)
vτ

)2

, (19)

where (b) uses 1
N2

r

∣∣∣∑Nr−1
m=0 e

−jπm∆
∣∣∣ ≃ e−

N2
r
2 ∆2

for small ∆
[19], (c) uses sin(ϕ+∆ϕ)− sinϕ ≃ ∆ϕ cosϕ for small ∆ϕ,
the displacement D = vτ and we assume d = λ/2. Following
the definition in (10), we obtain a closed-form expression for
the EM coherence time for the linear motion scenario as

TEM =
rh(0)

v |sinψ cosϕ(0)|

√
2 ln(1/ζ)

N2
r sin θ(0)

. (20)

Since a robust EM coherence time should account for the
worst-case scenario, the lower bound is practically significant

in protocol design. Given that |sinψ cosϕ(0)| < 1, the EM
coherence time in (20) can be lower bounded by

TEM,LB =
rh(0)

v

√
2 ln(1/ζ)

N2
r sin θ(0)

, (21)

which is related explicitly to the distance rh(0), the speed v,
and the number of antennas Nr.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to show the
impact of UE mobility on the EM coherence time and verify
our derivations for turning and linear motion scenarios. The
system is operated at 28 GHz with a wavelength of λ = 0.125
m. The BS is equipped with Nr = 64 antennas and its height is
hr = 3 m. The UE moves within an activity range of r ∈[10 m,
300 m] and the threshold is set to ζ=0.9. In each experiment,
we assume perfect knowledge of the azimuth angle at t = 0,
e.g., ϕ(0) = 90°. The initial heading angle follows a uniform
distribution, i.e., ϑ0 ∼ U [0, 2π]. The solutions are obtained
through 20, 000 times Monte-Carlo trials.
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Fig. 3: EM coherence time v.s. BS-UE distance in the turning scenario.

Fig. 3 illustrates the EM coherence time v.s. the BS-UE dis-
tance when the UE moves with different speeds v = {2, 4, 6}
m/s and a turning radius ρ = 10 m. The simulation result is
obtained based on the correlation function in (9), the closed-
form solution is derived in (17), and the result obtained by
ignoring polarization mismatch is the EM coherence time
calculated numerically from the simplified correlation func-
tion in (18). It can be observed that the simulation result
initially increases with distance and reaches a stationary value,
which can be approximated by the closed-form solution. This
validates the solution in (17) as an effective computational
scheme for EM coherence time. Notably, neglecting the impact
of polarization mismatch leads to a significant overestimation
of the EM coherence time by an order of magnitude due to
the pronounced effect of polarization mismatch in the turning
scenario.

Fig. 4 depicts the EM coherence time v.s. the BS-UE
distance when the UE moves in a fixed direction. To validate
the lower bound in (21), we consider the worst-case scenario
(ϑ0 = 90°), in which the correlation function experiences the
fastest fading, yielding the shortest EM coherence time. It can
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Fig. 4: EM coherence time v.s. BS-UE distance in the linear motion scenario.
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Fig. 5: The EM coherence time v.s. turning radius.

be observed that over the range considered, the lower bound
in (21) remains valid. Besides, it can be seen that neglecting
the impact of polarization mismatch has a negligible impact
on the EM coherence time calculation. This is because the
orientation of the transmit antenna remains unchanged despite
the motion of the UE.

In Fig. 5, we plot the EM coherence time as a function
of the turning radius ρ and compare it with the results that
neglect polarization mismatch or beam misalignment. The
result obtained by ignoring beam misalignment is the EM
coherence time calculated numerically from (13). When ρ is
less than 10 m, corresponding to the turning scenario, the
trend of coherence time obtained by neglecting the beam
misalignment effect closely matches the simulation result. As
ρ increases, beam misalignment becomes the primary factor
influencing the channel temporal correlation. When ρ exceeds
500 m, the motion trajectory degenerates into linear displace-
ment, and the EM coherence time obtained by neglecting
polarization mismatch shows a deviation of less than 0.3 dB
from the simulation result, indicating the diminished impact
of polarization mismatch in the linear motion scenario.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented an analytical framework
grounded in EM theory to derive the physically accurate
expression for the EM coherence time. We have derived a
closed-form expression for the EM coherence time for the
turning scenario, which provides insights into the impact of

polarization mismatch on the mobile channel. For the linear
motion scenario, a closed-form expression for the lower bound
on the EM coherence time has also been proposed as a prac-
tical parameter for protocol design. Simulation results have
revealed that the EM coherence time can be overestimated
by up to one order of magnitude in the turning scenario by
neglecting the impact of polarization mismatch. This thus
highlights the critical role of EM polarization effects in
characterizing coherence time. Besides, we have demonstrated
that the closed-form expressions for both scenarios match the
simulation results, making them efficient alternatives to time-
consuming numerical procedures.
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