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Abstract—In this letter, we study efficient near-field beam
training design for the extremely large-scale array (XL-array)
communication systems. Compared with the conventional farfield beam training method that searches for the best beam
direction only, the near-field beam training is more challenging
since it requires a beam search over both the angular and
distance domains due to the spherical wavefront propagation
model. To reduce the near-field beam-training overhead based on
the two-dimensional exhaustive search, we propose in this letter a
new two-phase beam training method that decomposes the twodimensional search into two sequential phases. Specifically, in
the first phase, the candidate angles of the user is determined
by a new method based on the conventional far-field codebook
and angle-domain beam sweeping. Then, a customized polardomain codebook is employed in the second phase to find
the best effective distance of the user given the shortlisted
candidate angles. Numerical results show that our proposed twophase beam training method significantly reduces the training
overhead of the exhaustive search and yet achieves comparable
beamforming performance for data transmission.
Index Terms—Extremely large-scale array (XL-array), nearfield communication, beam training.

I. I NTRODUCTION
Extremely large-scale array/surface (XL-array/surface) with
active or passive elements has emerged as a promising technology to significantly enhance the spectral efficiency and spatial
resolution in future sixth-generation (6G) wireless network
[1]–[4]. Compared with the massive multiple-input-multipleoutput (MIMO) for fifth-generation (5G), XL-array for 6G
introduces several new channel characterizations. Specifically,
with the significant increase of the antenna number and carrier
frequency, the users are more likely to locate in the nearfield region with spherical wavefront propagation, due to the
smaller user/link distance than the enlarged Rayleigh distance.
As such, the conventional transceiver designs based on the farfield channel model with the planar wavefront assumption may
not be applicable, hence calling for new design approaches
dedicated to the near-field communication [5]–[9].
In particular, to reap the prominent beamforming gain
brought by the XL-array, it is indispensable for the XL-array
to perform the near-field beam training for establishing high
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) initial links before efficient channel
estimation and data transmission [7], [10]. In contrast to the
conventional far-field beam training methods that aim to find
the best beam direction based on a predefined angular-domain
beam codebook, the near-field beam training requires new
codebook designs and efficient search for a proper beam to
match the specific channel angle and distance according to
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the spherical wavefront model. As such, directly applying the
conventional far-field beam training methods [10], [11] to the
near-field communication systems will result in considerable
performance degradation, especially when the user is very
close to the XL-array.
To address the above issues, several new beam training
methods dedicated to the near-field communication have been
recently proposed in the literature [7]–[9]. Specifically, the
authors in [7] proposed a hierarchical near-field codebook
and the corresponding hierarchical near-field beam training
scheme, where different levels of sub-codebooks are searched
in turn with reduced codebook size. To further reduce the size
of the near-field codebook, a novel polar-domain codebook
dedicated to the near field was proposed in [8], wherein
the angular domain is uniformly sampled while the distance
domain is sampled non-uniformly to reduce the codebook size.
In addition, by exploiting the near-field beam squint effect,
a fast wideband beam training scheme was proposed in [9].
Specifically, by operating beams at different frequencies to
be focused on different locations, the optimal beamforming
vector is rapidly searched, thus greatly reducing the training
overhead. However, the existing near-field training methods for
the narrow-band require a two-dimensional exhaustive search
for all possible beam directions and distances, thus leading to
prohibitively high training overhead.
Motivated by the above, we consider an XL-array communication system and propose a new two-phase fast beam training
method to significantly reduce the near-field beam training
overhead based on the exhaustive search. To this end, we
first show that the actual user spatial direction approximately
locates in the middle of a newly defined dominant-angle
region. Based on this key observation, we propose to decompose the two-dimensional search into two sequential phases.
Specifically, the first phase determines the candidate angles of
the user based on the far-field codebook and the angle-domain
beam sweeping. Then, the second phase employs a customized
polar-domain codebook to find the best effective distance of
the user given the shortlisted candidate angles instead of the
full angular domain as in the exhaustive search, thus effectively
reducing the training overhead. Finally, numerical results show
that the proposed fast beam training scheme greatly reduces
the training overhead of the exhaustive search, yet without
compromising much the XL-array beamforming performance
for data transmission.
II. S YSTEM MODEL
As shown in Fig. 1, we consider the downlink beam training
for a narrow-band XL-array communication system, where a
base station (BS) equipped with N -antenna uniform linear
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array (ULA) communicates with a single-antenna user.1
Near-field channel model: Generally speaking, the electromagnetic radiation field can be divided into the far-field
and near-field regions, leading to different channel characterizations [12]. Specifically, the user is assumed to locate in
the far-field or near-field region when the BS-user distance
is larger or smaller than the well-known Rayleigh distance,
2
denoted by Z = 2D
λ with D and λ denoting the antenna array
aperture and the carrier wavelength, respectively. In particular,
for XL-array communication systems in high-frequency bands
(e.g., mmWave/Terahertz), say D = 0.4 m and f = 100 GHz,
the Rayleigh distance is about 107 m and thus the user usually
locates in the near field, whose channel is modeled as follows.
Without loss of generality, the N -antenna BS is placed
at the y-axis with the coordinate of the n-th antenna given
−1
with n = 1, 2, · · · , N ,
by (0, δn d), where δn = 2n−N
2
λ
and d = 2 is the antenna spacing. Then, based on the
spherical wavefront propagation model, the near-field line-ofsight (LoS) channel from the BS to the user, denoted by hH
near ,
can be modeled as [8]2
√
N hbH (θ, r),
(1)
hH
near =
√

2πr

where h = rβ e− λ is the complex-valued channel gain with
β and r denoting the reference channel gain at a distance of
1 m and the distance between the BS center and the user,
respectively. bH (θ, r) denotes the near-field steering vector,
which is given by
i
(N −1)
1 h −2π(r(0) −r)/λ
−r)/λ
bH (θ, r) = √
e
, · · · , e−2π(r
,
N
(2)
where θ denotes the spatial angle at the BS, given by
θ = 2d cos(φ)/λ with φ denoting the physical angle-ofdeparture
(AoD) from the BS center to the user; r(n) =
p
2
2
r + δn d2 − 2rθδn d represents the distance between the nth antenna at the BS (i.e., (0, δn d)) and the user.
Signal model: Based on (1), the received signal at the user
is given by
√
ynear = hH
N hbH (θ, r)vx + z0 ,
(3)
near vx + z0 =
where x ∈ C denotes the transmitted symbol by the BS with
power P , v ∈ CN ×1 represents the transmit beamforming
vector at the BS based on the power-efficient analog phase
shifters [1], and z0 is the received additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) at the user with power σ 2 .
For the near-field beam training, it can be easily obtained
that the optimal BS beamforming vector is vopt = b(θ, r).
This means that the optimal beam-training codeword should
align both the spatial angle θ and BS-user distance r, thus significantly differs from the conventional far-field beam training
method, which will be detailed in the next section.
III. B ENCHMARK SCHEMES
In this section, we introduce two benchmark beam-training
schemes and point out their main issues.
1 The proposed two-phase beam training scheme can be easily extended to
the multi-user scenario by performing the angle estimation for all users at the
same time and sequentially estimating the effective distance for each user.
2 For the general multi-path channel model, new near-field beam training
scheme need to be developed catered to the complicated beam pattern, which
is more challenging and left for our future work.
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Fig. 1: A narrow-band XL-array communication system.

A. Angle-Domain Far-field Beam Training Based on Exhaustive Search
First, consider the conventional far-field beam training
method and its issues when directly applied in the near-field
beam training. Based on the planar wavefront assumption, the
far-field channel model hH
far can be characterized as
√
hH
N haH (θ),
(4)
far =
where aH (θ) denotes the far-field steering vector, given by
i
1 h −πθ
1, e
, · · · , e−π(N −1)θ .
aH (θ) , √
(5)
N
Similar to (3), the received signal at the user can be characterized as
√
N haH (θ)vx + z0 .
(6)
yfar = hH
far vx + z0 =
For the classical far-field beam training, the entire spatial domain [−1, 1] is divided into N equal-size sectors,
represented by their central directions specified by θn =
2n−N −1
, n ∈ N , {1, 2, · · · , N }. As such, the far-field
N
codebook consisting of N codewords can be constructed as
W = {w1 , w2 , · · · , wN }, each codeword wn corresponding
to a transmit beam pointing to the central direction θn , i.e.,
wn = a(θn ) [10]. Then, the BS sequentially selects its N
codewords as its transmit beamforming vector over the training
symbols. Last, the user measures its received signal power over
time and feeds back the best codeword index that leads to the
maximum received signal power.
However, the conventional far-field beam training method
cannot be applied to the considered near-field communication.
This is because the far-field channel model defined in (4)
mainly depends on the spatial angle θ, while the near-field
steering vector in (2) is jointly determined by both the distance
and spatial angle. Thus, straightforwardly applying the farfield beam training method to the near-field communication
scenario will result in significant rate performance loss due to
the channel-model mismatch (see Section V).
B. Polar-Domain Near-field Beam Training Based on Exhaustive Search
For the near-field beam training, we consider the typical polar-domain near-field codebook proposed in [8],
which is given by F = {F1 , F2 , · · · , FN } with Fn =
{fn,0 , fn,1 , · · · , fn,Sn −1 }, ∀n ∈ N , wherein each codeword
fn,sn , sn ∈ Sn , {0, 1, · · · , Sn − 1} corresponds to a
beam pointing to a specific direction-and-distance pair (i.e.,
(θn , rn,sn )), which is given by fn,sn = b(θn , rn,sn ). Specifically, the spatial domain is equally divided into N sectors
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IV. P ROPOSED TWO - PHASE NEAR - FIELD BEAM TRAINING
M ETHOD
To reduce the huge training overhead of the near-field beam
training method based on the exhaustive search, in this section,
we propose a new two-phase beam training method and
show its appealing advantages as compared to the benchmark
schemes.
First, we make the following key definitions.
Definition 1. Define A(uH , w) as the normalized beam gain
of the beamforming vector w along the channel steering vector
uH , which is given by
A(uH , w) = |uH w|.

(7)

Definition 2. Define w(Ω) as the far-field beamforming
vector function for the spatial angle Ω ∈ [−1, 1]. Then, let
C(bH (θ, r), w) denote the dominant-angle region for bH (θ, r)
that characterizes the spatial angle region where using the farfield beamforming vector w can lead to sufficiently high beam
power for bH (θ, r). Mathematically, C(bH (θ, r), w) is given
by
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Fig. 2: Normalized beam gains of w(Ω) along the far- (marked by
dotted lines) versus near-field (marked by solid lines) steering vectors,
i.e., aH (·) and bH (·), under four angles (marked by black dashed
lines), where the BS antenna number is 256 and the carrier frequency
is 100 GHz. The BS-user distances of the near-field and far-field are
set as 1 m and 100 m, respectively.

a customized polar-domain codebook. The detailed procedures
for the two phases are elaborated as follows.
• First phase (Candidate angle estimation): Motivated
by Observation 1, we aim to estimate the spatial angle
of the user in the first phase based on the far-field beam
training method. Specifically, an angle-domain codebook
W is constructed with each codeword pointing to one
spatial direction.
1) Angle-domain beam sweeping: The BS sequentially
sends N training symbols, while it dynamically tunes
its beam direction (specified by the codeword) according to the predefined angle-domain codebook W =
{w1 , w2 , · · · , wN }. For each codeword wn , the received
signal at the user is given by
√
y(wn ) = N hbH (θ, r)a(θn )x + z0 .
(9)

{Ω|A(bH (θ, r), w(Ω)) > ρ max A(bH (θ, r), w)}, (8)
w

where ρ ∈ (0, 1) is the beam √
gain threshold for bH (θ, r). In
particular, ρ can be set as 1/ 2, corresponding to the 3 dB
dominant-angle region [11].
Then, we show in Fig. 2 the normalized beam gains of the
far-field beamforming vector w versus the spatial angle under
both the far- and near-field channel models, which are given
H
H
H
by A(hH
far , w) = |a (θ)w| and A(hnear , w) = |b (θ, r) w|,
respectively. One key observation is highlighted as follows.

Observation 1 indicates that the true spatial angle for the nearfield user can be approximated located by using the conventional far-field beam training method. This thus motivates the
proposed design of a new two-phase near-field beam training
method. The key idea is to firstly estimate the candidate
spatial angle based on the far-field codebook, following by
the effective distance estimation in the second phase based on

Case 3 ( = 0.2)
Case 4 ( = 0.7)

0.8

C(bH (θ, r), w) =

Observation 1 (angle-in-the-middle). In Fig. 2, the true spatial
angle θ approximately locates in the middle of the dominantangle region based on the far-field beamforming vector w.
Mathematically, we have θ ≈ Med(C(bH (θ, r), w)).

Case 1 ( = -0.73)
Case 2 ( = -0.35)

0.9

Normalized Beam Gain

represented by its central angle; while in the distance domain,
for each angle θn , the distance is divided into Sn (which
may not be the same for different θn ) non-uniform regions
where the distance sampling interval gets larger as the distance
increases. This is expected since the distance effect on the
beamforming design diminishes with the distance and finally
disappears in the far-field region (i.e., only determined by the
spatial angle). Based on the proposed polar-domain codebook
[8], the exhaustive-search based beam training method can be
applied to find the best beam codeword for the user. P
However,
N
this exhaustive-search method requires a total of
n=1 Sn
training symbols, which is prohibitively high when N is large
and hence results in insufficient/less time for data transmission.

•

2) Candidate angle estimation: After the beam sweeping,
based on Definition 2, the index set of the codewords
for which the user receives significantly high power (i.e.,
dominant-angle region), denoted by Ψ, is given by Ψ =
{n| |y(wn )|2 > ρ2 max |y(w)|2 }.
w
Note that the median angle of the obtained dominantangle region may not be accurate enough due to the power
fluctuation, the existence of received noise and the approximation in Observation 1. To address this issue, we
thus propose a new middle-K angle selection scheme that
selects K candidate spatial angles in the middle of the
quantized dominant-angle region rather than selecting one
spatial angle only. Specifically, let Ξ denote the candidate
angle index set, which is given by Ξ = {bMed(Ψ)c −
K−1
b K−1
2 c, · · · , bMed(Ψ)c, · · · , bMed(Ψ)c + d 2 e} with
K denoting the total number of candidate spatial angles.
Second phase (effective distance estimation): Based
on the obtained candidate-angle index set Ξ in the first
phase, a customized polar-domain beam training method
is proposed for the second phase to estimate the effective
user distance based on the non-uniform distance sampling
method [8]. Note that the effective user distance is defined
as the best sampled distance for the user in the polardomain codebook, which may not be the true BS-user dis-
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Algorithm 1 Proposed Two-phase Beam Training Method
1:
2:
3:
4:
5:
6:
7:
8:
9:
10:

Phase 1: Candidate angle estimation
Use the far-field codebook W for the angle-domain beam
sweeping and obtain the dominant-angle region Ψ.
Obtain Ξ according to the proposed middle-K angle
selection scheme.
Phase 2: Effective distance estimation:
for k ∈ Ξ do
for sk ∈ Rk do
√
y(fk,sk ) = N hbH (θ, r)b(θk , rk,sk )x + z0
end for
end for
Output: The best polar-domain codeword f̂k∗ ,s∗k∗ .

tance due to the limited number of sampling. Specifically,
the P
polar-domain codebook F is adopted which consists
N
of
n=1 Sn sets of codewords, each corresponding to
one specific angle-and-distance pair.
1) Distance-domain beam sweeping: The BS sends K
sets of pilot symbols to the user. For each candidate angle
θk , k ∈ Ξ, the sampled distances are given by
1
Z∆ (1 − θk2 ), sk = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · ,
(10)
sk
2
where Z∆ = 2αD2 λ is the threshold distance defined to
∆
limit the column coherence between two near-field steering vectors [8]. The corresponding non-uniform distance
index set, denoted by Rk , is given by
rk,sk =

Rk , {0, · · · , sk , · · · , Sk − 1}.

(11)

Then, given the polar-domain codeword fk,sk , the received signal at the user is given by
√
(12)
y(fk,sk ) = N hbH (θ, r)b(θk , rk,sk )x + z0 .
2) Beam determination: After the distance-domain beam
sweeping in the second phase, the user determines its best
polar-domain beam codeword, denoted by f̂k∗ ,s∗k∗ based
on its received signal powers/SNRs. Mathematically, the
best polar-domain codeword index is given by
(k ∗ , s∗k∗ ) = arg

max

k∈Ξ,sk ∈Rk

|y(fk,sk )|2 .

(13)

The best beam direction-and-distance is thus given by
(θk∗ , rk∗ ,s∗k∗ ).
The detailed steps for the proposed two-phase beam training
method are summarized in Algorithm 1.
Remark 1 (Accuracy of effective distance estimation). Based
on the non-uniform distance sampling method in (10), the
distance domain is more frequently sampled in the shortdistance region and less sampled otherwise. This indicates that
the effective distance estimation is more accurate when the
user is nearer the BS, while it may incur a large error in the
long-distance region. This error is expected since the effective
distance is resolved from the best beam-training vector, while
the distance has the negligible effect in the far-field region.
Fortunately, it is worth noting that the possible inaccurate
distance estimation due to the non-uniform distance sampling
will not affect too much the beamforming performance of the

proposed beam training method, which is the ultimate goal of
the near-field beam training and will be numerically validated
in Section V.
Remark 2 (Universal in both near- and far-field communications). It is worth mentioning that the proposed two-phase
beam training method can be easily extended to a universal
beam training method applicable to both the near- and far-field
communications. Specifically, after the first phase (candidate
angle estimation), the user can decide whether the received
signal power is dispersed in a large angle domain. If the user
receives strong signal power only in a small number of training
symbols (e.g., only one), it indicates that the user is likely
to locate in the far-field region and thus it does not need to
execute the second phase. Otherwise, it goes to the second
phase for the near-field effective distance estimation.
Remark 3 (Training overhead). The total number of training
symbols of our proposed two-phase beam training method,
denoted by T (2P) , is given by
K
X
Sk ,
(14)
T (2P) = T (ae) + T (de) = N +
k=1

where T (ae) = N denotes the training overhead ofPthe first
K
phase (candidate angle estimation) and T (de) =
k=1 Sk
denotes the training overhead of the second phase (effective
distance estimation). It can be easily verified that T (2P) is
much smaller than the training overhead of the exhaustive(ex)
search
=
PN based near-field beam training method [8], i.e., T
S
.
For
instance,
consider
the
case
where
N
=
256,
n=1 n
f = 100 GHz, Sn = Sk = 6, ∀n ∈ N , k ∈ Ξ [8], and K = 3.
Then, we have T (2P) = 274, which is much smaller than
T (ex) = 1536. Last, it is worth mentioning that there exists a
fundamental tradeoff between the beam training performance
versus the number of candidate angles, K. Specifically, when
K is larger, it incurs a larger training overhead, while leading
to a higher beamforming gain due to the more accurate angle
estimation.
V. N UMERICAL RESULTS
In this section, we provide numerical results to validate
the effectiveness of our proposed two-phase beam training
method. Specifically, we consider a XL-MIMO communication system with N = 256, α∆ = 1.2 [8], f = 100 GHz,
and β = (λ/4π)2 = −72 dB. We define the (reference) SNR
of the XL-MIMO system as SNR = Pr2βN
σ 2 , where the noise
power is set as σ 2 = −70 dBm. To characterize the beam
determination accuracy, we first define (n̄, s̄n̄ ) as the index of
the best polar-domain codeword, which is given by (n̄, s̄n̄ ) =
2
arg max |hH
near f | . As such, we define the (beam-training) sucf ∈F

PM

I(n̄=k∗ )·I(s̄ =s∗ )

n̄
k∗
, where I(·) stands
cess rate as Psuc = m=1
M
for the indicator function and M denotes the number of beam
training realizations which is set as M = 1000. Moreover, the
H
2
).
achievable rate is give by R = log2 (1 + P βN |br2 σ(θ,r)v|
2
Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) show the effects of the SNR on
the success rate and achievable rate. The proposed twophase beam training scheme is compared with the following
three benchmark schemes: 1) perfect-CSI based beamforming,
which gives the rate performance upper bound, for which
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Fig. 3: Performance comparison of the proposed two-phase beam
training with the exhaustive-search based near-field beam training
and far-field beam training.

the transmit beamforming vector at the BS perfectly aligns
with the user’s channel; 2) exhaustive-search based nearfield beam training, for which the exhaustive search based
near-field beam training is conducted based on the polardomain near-field codebook, F; 3) far-field beam training, for
which the conventional far-field codebook is adopted for beam
training [10]; 4) least-square (LS) downlink channel estimation
method, where the user estimates the channels with N pilot
symbols in the downlink. Several interesting observations are
made as follows. First, the proposed two-phase beam training
scheme with K = 1 greatly reduces the training overhead
(i.e., 262 versus 1536), while it suffers a smaller success
rate and slightly degraded achievable rate performance. This
indicates that the proposed scheme still attains high-quality
rate performance even though the BS beamforming may not
perfectly align with the near-field channel. Second, by slightly
increasing the number of candidate angles to K = 3, the
proposed beam training scheme attains a very close success
rate as well as the achievable rate with the exhaustive-search
based benchmark, while still achieving substantial training
overhead reduction (i.e., 274 versus 1536). Moreover, it is
observed that the proposed two-phase beam training method
significantly outperforms the far-field beam training scheme
under different SNRs. In addition, it is worth noting that
in the challenging low-SNR regime, our proposed beamtraining method attains much better rate performance than
the LS channel estimation method. This is because the beam
training method can still form strong beams for effective beam
determination, while the LS channel estimation method suffers
a large estimation error due to low SNR.
Finally, we show the effects of the user distance on the
success rate and achievable rate in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). The BS
transmit power is set as P = 30 dBm, the BS-user distance
is ranging from 3 m to 103 m, and the user spatial angle
is randomly distributed in [−1, 1]. First, it is observed that

with the increase of user distance, the success rate generally
decreases while it fluctuates within a certain range (i.e., 15–
40 m) which can be explained as follows. With the nonuniform distance sampling method, when the user locates
in the short-distance region, the success rate has a large
value when the user is very close to the sampled distance
points and then fluctuates within 15–40 m due to the limited
number of distance samples. On the other hand, in the longdistance region, the best effective distance estimation for the
user is always the Rayleigh distance D, whose success rate
is decreasing with the distance due to the larger path-loss.
Second, the performance of the proposed scheme is very
close to the exhaustive-search based near-field beam training at
different distances and all the near- and far-field beam training
schemes achieve the same rate performance when the distance
is sufficiently large. Last, the achievable rates of all schemes
monotonically decrease with the user distance due to the more
severe path-loss.
VI. C ONCLUSION
In this letter, we proposed a novel two-phase near-field beam
training method for the XL-array communication systems. It
was shown that by sequentially performing beam sweeping
in the angular and then distance domains, our proposed twophase beam training method can significantly reduce the
training overhead of the existing methods based on the twodimensional exhaustive search, while achieving high-quality
beamforming performance. Moreover, it is worth mentioning
that the proposed two-phase beam training method is applicable to both the far- and near-field communication systems.
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