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Abstract—Wavenumber-division multiplexing (WDM) was in-
troduced as a counterpart of orthogonal frequency-division
multiplexing in the spatial-frequency domain for line-of-sight
holographic multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems. In
this paper, we extend WDM to holographic MIMO channels with
non-line-of-sight (NLoS) propagation. We show that applying
WDM to the NLoS channel yields the corresponding angular-
domain representation, which we characterize through the power
spectral factor and power spectral density. We further obtain a
closed-form characterization for the case of isotropic scattering,
recovering Jakes’ isotropic model. The analysis is complemented
by numerical results evaluating the degrees of freedom and ergodic
capacity under both isotropic and non-isotropic scattering.

Index Terms—Holographic MIMO, near-field communications,
wavenumber-division multiplexing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless data demand is growing at an unprecedented pace,
pushing communications systems toward higher frequencies
where extremely dense deployments of physically small an-
tennas become feasible [1]. This trend has sparked strong
interest in holographic multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
technologies as a means to support future high-capacity
networks and intelligent applications. Unlike conventional
massive MIMO, where antenna elements are typically spaced
about half a wavelength apart to limit spatial correlation
[2], holographic MIMO envisions continuous apertures (i.e.,
surfaces or lines) or densely packed antenna arrays, which
become electrically large. In this regime, near-field propagation
becomes dominant, in contrast to classical massive MIMO that
generally operates under far-field conditions [3]. Holographic
MIMO is often realized using programmable metamaterials [4],
enabling flexible hardware architectures and multifunctional
operation across time, frequency, and space.
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Continuous-aperture MIMO models arise either from the
spatial sampling of the transmit and receive apertures, or from
expanding the transmit current and received field using suitable
basis functions. The latter approach yields the wavenumber-
division multiplexing (WDM) framework, introduced in [5]
and inspired by orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing
(OFDM): while OFDM operates in the frequency domain,
WDM enables multiplexing in the wavenumber (spatial-
frequency) domain through an orthogonal decomposition of the
continuous current and field. Prior WDM studies build on a
holographic line model under purely line-of-sight (LoS) propa-
gation [5], [6], whereas non-line-of-sight (NLoS) propagation
has been explored only for spatial-sampling-based frameworks
[7], [8]. Although millimeter-wave and sub-terahertz systems
are often LoS-dominated, small-scale fading remains significant,
so NLoS components cannot be entirely neglected.

In this paper, we extend the WDM framework using the
NLoS holographic line model introduced in [9] and show that
applying WDM to the NLoS channel yields the corresponding
angular-domain representation. By analyzing the spatial auto-
correlation of the WDM-based NLoS channel, we establish a
relation between the power spectral factor (PSF) and power
spectral density (PSD), enabling an explicit characterization
of the resulting angular-domain channel. We further derive
closed-form expressions of the autocorrelation function (ACF)
and PSD under isotropic scattering, which allows us to retrieve
the classical Jakes’ isotropic model. The results demonstrate
that WDM serves not only as a multiplexing technique but
also as a powerful analytical tool for investigating holographic
MIMO channels. Finally, we evaluate the degrees of freedom
(DoF) and ergodic capacity of the considered WDM-based
NLoS channel and show that both degrade significantly under
non-isotropic scattering compared with the isotropic case.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a WDM-based holographic MIMO system over
an NLoS channel as depicted in Fig. 1, where a line source
spanning the linear region Ls ⊂ R2 with length Ls transmits
data to a line receiver spanning the linear region Lr ⊂ R2

with length Lr. The two lines are parallel and oriented along
the x-axis, with their centers aligned along the z-axis and
separated by a distance d. Let s = [sx, sz]

T ∈ Ls and r =
[rx, rz]

T ∈ Lr denote arbitrary points within the source and
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Fig. 1. A schematic of the considered WDM-based NLoS holographic MIMO
system model.

receiver regions, respectively. Throughout the paper, we assume
that the communication takes place via scalar waves (as in,
e.g., [7], [8]), which simplifies the analysis by allowing the use
of the scalar Green’s function. The detailed electromagnetic
(EM)-based channel model for holographic lines is presented
in [9]. Let κ = [κx, γ(κx)]

T ∈ R2 and k = [kx, γ(kx)]
T ∈ R2

be the wave vectors corresponding to the transmit and receive
propagation directions κ̂ = κ

∥κ∥ and k̂ = k
∥k∥ , respectively.

The corresponding wavenumbers are defined as κ = k = 2π
λ ,

where λ is the wavelength. Following [9], the EM-based NLoS
channel impulse response is given by

h(r, s) =
1

2π

∫
R2

ar(k, r)Ha(kx, κx)as(κ, s)dkxdκx, (1)

where Ha(kx, κx) represents the corresponding angular-domain
channel impulse response (defined later) and

as(κ, s) = e−jκTs = e−j(κxsx+γ(κx)sz), (2a)

ar(k, r) = ejk
Tr = ej(kxrx+γ(kx)rz) (2b)

are the transmit and receive plane waves, respectively.

In the presence of scatterers between the holographic lines,
the one-to-one correspondence between the plane waves at the
source and receiver no longer holds. Let A(kx, κx) be a non-
negative function characterizing the scattering environment,
referred to as the PSF, and let W (kx, κx) denote a spatially
stationary complex white Gaussian noise random field. In
particular, the PSF describes the coupling strength between
the source and receiver. Under this model, the angular-domain
channel is given by [7]

Ha(kx, κx) =
A(kx, κx)W (kx, κx)√

γ(kx)γ(κx)
, (kx, κx) ∈ D2, (3)

with D = {κx ∈ R : −κ ≤ κx ≤ κ} and

γ(κx) =
√
κ2 − κ2x, κx ∈ D (4)

for the traveling waves. Hence, plugging (3) into (1), the NLoS
channel impulse response can be written as

h(r, s) =
1

2π

∫
D2

ar(k, r)
A(kx, κx)W (kx, κx)√

γ(kx)γ(κx)

× as(κ, s)dkxdκx, (5)

where D2 specifies the support of the channel in the continuous
wavenumber domain. Since h(r, s) is bandlimited within D2,
sampling this support as in [8] yields its discretized counterpart

formed by the sets

Es =

{
px ∈ Z : −κ ≤ 2π

Ls
px ≤ κ

}
, (6a)

Er =

{
qx ∈ Z : −k ≤ 2π

Lr
qx ≤ k

}
(6b)

at the source and receiver, respectively. Now, define ns =
card(Es) =

⌊
2Ls
λ

⌋
and nr = card(Er) =

⌊
2Lr
λ

⌋
[10]. Following

the Fourier plane-wave series expansion of a spatially stationary
complex Gaussian random process from [8], we have

h(r, s) ≈
∑
qx∈Er

∑
px∈Es

Ha(qx, px)ar(qx, r)as(px, s), (7)

where

as(px, s) = e−j( 2π
Ls

pxsx+γ(px)sz), (8a)

ar(qx, r) = ej(
2π
Lr

qxrx+γ(qx)rz) (8b)

are the discretized counterparts of (2), with γ(px) =√
κ2 −

(
2πpx

Ls

)2
and γ(qx) =

√
k2 −

(
2πqx
Lr

)2
, and

Ha(qx, px) ∼ NC(0, σ
2(qx, px)) (9)

acts as a coupling coefficient characterizing the interaction
between the transmit and receive plane waves.

III. WDM WITH EM-BASED NLOS CHANNEL

In this section, we first study the WDM-based NLoS
channel in Section III-A, then derive its spatial autocorrelation
properties in Section III-B, and finally characterize the resulting
angular-domain channel in Section III-C. For simplicity, we set
sz = 0 and rz = d; consequently, the source and receiver
span the linear regions Ls = {(sx, 0) : |sx| ≤ Ls

2 } and
Lr = {(rx, d) : |rx| ≤ Lr

2 }, respectively.

A. WDM-Based NLoS Channel

Let {xm}Nm=1 denote the transmit data symbols, with N ≤
min(ns, nr). The electric current at the source (measured in
amperes) is constructed as i(sx) =

∑N
m=1 xmϕm(sx), where{

ϕm(sx)
}N

m=1
represent the transmit Fourier basis, with m-th

basis function

ϕm(sx) =

{
1√
Ls
ej

2π
Ls

msx , |sx| ≤ Ls
2

0, otherwise,
(10)

and xm =
∫ Ls

2

−Ls
2

i(sx)ϕ
∗
m(sx)dsx. The current density at the

source is defined as

j(s) = i(sx)δ(sz)x̂, (11)

where x̂ = [1, 0, 0]T is the unit vector along the x-axis. The
electric field at the receive point r given the current density at
the source in (11) is expressed as [8]

e(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞
h(r, s) j(s)ds

=

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

h(r, s)

N∑
m=1

ξmϕm(sx)x̂dsx

=
[
ex(rx), 0, 0

]T
,

(12)



with h(r, s) defined in (5). Then, e(r) is projected onto the
inner-product space spanned by

ψn(r) = ψn(rx)δ(rz − d)x̂, (13)

where
{
ψn(rx)

}N

n=1
represent the receive Fourier basis, with

n-th basis function

ψn(rx) =

{
1√
Lr
ej

2π
Lr

nrx , |rx| ≤ Lr
2

0, otherwise.
(14)

Hence, the n-th spatial sample of the received signal is given by

yn =

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

ψ∗
n(rx)ex(rx)drx + zn, (15)

where zn ∈ NC(0, χ2) is the additive white Gaussian noise
term with variance χ2. Finally, plugging (12) into (15) yields

yn =

N∑
m=1

Hn,mxm + zn, (16)

where

Hn,m =

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

ψ∗
n(rx)h(r, s)ϕm(sx)dsxdrx (17)

is the WDM-based NLoS channel corresponding to the m-th
transmit and n-th receive Fourier basis functions.

Combining (17) and (5) leads to

Hn,m =
1

2π

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∫
R2

ψ∗
n(rx)ar(k, r)

A(kx, κx)√
γ(kx)

× W (kx, κx)√
γ(κx)

as(κ, s)ϕm(sx)dkxdκxdsxdrx, (18)

which is used in Section III-B to derive the spatial auto-
correlation of Hn,m. Now, we substitute the Fourier series
expansion of h(r, s), given in (7) with angular-domain channel
impulse response in (9), into (17). Utilizing (8) along with the
fact that Ha(qx, px) and ej

2π
Lr

γ(qx)rzHa(qx, px)e
−j 2π

Ls
γ(px)sz

are statistically equivalent, Hn,m can be expressed with a
slight abuse of notation as

Hn,m =
1√
LrLs

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∑
qx∈Er

∑
px∈Es

Ha(qx, px)

× ej
2π
Lr

(qx−n)rxe−j 2π
Ls

(px−m)sxdsxdrx

=
√
LrLs

∑
qx∈Er

∑
px∈Es

Ha(qx, px)sinc(qx − n)

× sinc(px −m)

=
√
LrLsHa(n,m),

(19)

with n ∈ Er and m ∈ Es. The characterization of Ha(n,m)
is presented in Section III-C. From (19), we observe that the
channel resulting from applying WDM corresponds to the
angular-domain channel scaled by a gain that depends on the
lengths of the holographic lines.

B. Spatial Autocorrelation of Hn,m

In this section, we first derive the spatial autocorrelation of
the WDM-based NLoS channel and then establish the relation

between its PSD and PSF. The spatial autocorrelation of the
WDM-based NLoS channel is given by

Rmn,qp = E
[
Hn,m(Hp,q)

∗]. (20)

Since W (kx, κx) is a spatially stationary complex white Gaus-
sian noise random field, we have E

[
W (kx, κx)W

∗(k′x, κ
′
x)
]
=

δ(kx − k′x)δ(κx − κ′x). Moreover, since W (kx, κx) and
ej

2π
Lr

γ(kx)rzW (kx, κx)e
−j 2π

Ls
γ(κx)sz are statistically equivalent,

plugging (18) into (20) leads to

Rmn,qp =
1

(2π)2

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∫
R2

ψ∗
n(rx)

× ejkx(rx−r′x)ψp(r
′
x)
A2(kx, κx)

γ(kx)γ(κx)
e−jκx(sx−s′x)

× ϕm(sx)ϕ
∗
q(s

′
x)dkxdκxdsxdrxds

′
xdr

′
x. (21)

Considering separable scattering at the source and receiver
[7], we have A2(kx, κx) = A2

r (kx)A
2
s (κx) and (21) becomes

[R]mn,qp = [Rs]m,q[Rr]n,p, (22)

where Rs ∈ Cns×ns and Rr ∈ Cnr×nr denote the spatial
autocorrelation matrices at the source and receiver, respectively,
with[
Rs

]
m,q

=
1

2π

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∫ Ls
2

−Ls
2

∫ ∞

−∞
ϕm(sx)

A2
s (κx)

γ(κx)
e−jκx(sx−s′x)

× ϕ∗q(s
′
x)dκxdsxds

′
x, (23a)[

Rr
]
n,p

=
1

2π

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ ∞

−∞
ψ∗
n(rx)

A2
r (kx)

γ(kx)
ejkx(rx−r′x)

× ψp(r
′
x)dkxdrxdr

′
x. (23b)

Hence, (22) can be written in matrix form as

R = Rs ⊗Rr ∈ Cnrns×nrns , (24)

Comparing (23b) with the expression in [5, Eq. (71)], i.e.,[
Rr

]
n,p

=

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

∫ Lr
2

−Lr
2

Γr(rx − r′x)ψ
∗
n(rx)ψp(r

′
x)drxdr

′
x, (25)

we have the ACF at the receiver given by

Γr(rx) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

A2
r (kx)

γ(kx)
ejkxrxdkx

=
1

2π

∫ k

−k

A2
r (kx)√
k2 − k2x

ejkxrxdkx,

(26)

where the last equality follows from (4) for kx ∈ D. Applying
the change of variable kx=k cos θr, (26) simplifies to

Γr(rx) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

A2
r (θr)e

jk cos θrrxdθr. (27)

The PSD at the receiver is obtained as the Fourier transform
of the corresponding ACF in the wavenumber domain as

Sr(kx) =

∫ ∞

−∞
Γr(rx)e

−jkxrxdrx. (28)

Plugging (26) into (28) and rearranging the order of integration
yields

Sr(kx) =
1

2π

∫ k

−k

A2
r (k

′
x)

γ(k′x)
dk′x

∫ ∞

−∞
ej(k

′
x−kx)rxdrx. (29)



Now, using the relation
∫∞
−∞ ej(k

′
x−kx)rxdrx = 2πδ(k′x − kx),

(29) simplifies to

Sr(kx) =
A2

r (kx)

γ(kx)
1D(kx), (30)

which connects the PSD and PSF.
Under the assumption of separable scattering, we have

σ2(n,m) = σ2
s (m)σ2

r (n), where σ2
s (m) and σ2

r (n) are the
transmit and receive variances, respectively. Therefore, employ-
ing (19)–(20), we express the spatial autocorrelation as

Rmn,qp = LsLrσ
2
r (n)σ

2
s (m)δ[n− p]δ[m− q], (31)

which can be written in matrix form as

R = diag(σs ⊙ σs)⊗ diag(σr ⊙ σr), (32)

where σs ∈ Rns
+ and σr ∈ Rnr

+ collect the scaled standard
deviations

{√
Lsσs(m) : m ∈ Es

}
and

{√
Lrσr(n) : n ∈ Er

}
,

respectively. Finally, comparing (24) with (32), we have

Rs = diag(σs ⊙ σs), (33a)
Rr = diag(σr ⊙ σr). (33b)

With (33), the WDM-based NLoS channel matrix can be
obtained as

H = R
1
2
r WR

1
2
s ∈ Cnr×ns , (34)

where W ∈ Cnr×ns is a random matrix with independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) NC(0, 1) entries.

C. Characterization of the Angular-Domain NLoS Channel

Characterizing Ha(n,m) is essential for deriving expressions
for the WDM-based NLoS channel matrix. Since we have
Ha(n,m) ∼ NC(0, σ

2(n,m)) from (9), the following analysis
focuses on characterizing σ2(n,m). Equation (7) represents the
Fourier series expansion of h(r, s) under the assumption that
the normalized lengths at the source and receiver are large, i.e.,
Ls
λ ≫ 1 and Lr

λ ≫ 1. In this setting, σ2(n,m) is obtained as
the sampled value of the PSD at the point

(
2π
Lr
n, 2πLs

m
)

in the
wavenumber domain [11, Eq. (177)]. Since separable scattering
implies σ2(n,m) = σ2

s (m)σ2
r (n) (see Section III-B), we focus

on modeling the variance at the receiver, as the procedure for
the source follows analogously.

The variance at the receiver after performing a change of
variable similar to (27) and utilizing (30) is given by

σ2
r (n) =

1

2π

∫
Tr(n)

A2
r (θr)dθr, (35)

with Tr(n) =
{
arccos

(
λ
Lr
(n+ 1)

)
, arccos

(
λ
Lr
n
)}

; the de-
tailed steps are presented in [9]. The PSF is determined by
Ã2

r (θr) =
A2

r (θr)
2π , which is modeled as a mixture of two-

dimensional (2D) von Mises-Fisher (vMF) distributions [7], i.e.,

Ã2
r (θr) =

C∑
ℓ=1

wℓpℓ(θr), (36)

where C denotes the number of scattering clusters, pℓ(θr) is
the 2D vMF distribution for the ℓ-th cluster, and the positive
weights are such that

∑
ℓ wℓ = 1. Let I0(·) and I1(·) denote the

modified Bessel functions of the first kind and order zero and
one, respectively. The 2D vMF distribution is defined as [12]
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Ã
2 r
(θ

r)

Isotropic
Non-isotropic

Fig. 2. Illustration of Ã2
r (θr).

pℓ(θr)=
1

2πI0(αℓ)
exp

(
αℓ cos (θr−θ̄r,ℓ)

)
, θr ∈ [−π, π), (37)

where αℓ ∈ R+ is the concentration parameter and θ̄r,ℓ ∈
[−π, π) is the mean angle of the ℓ-th cluster. For a given
normalized circular variance ν2ℓ ∈ [0, 1], we compute αℓ using
the fixed-point equation ν2ℓ = 1−

( I1(αℓ)
I0(αℓ)

)2
.

We now consider the case of isotropic scattering, obtained by
setting C = 1 with α1 = 0, which implies ν21 = 1. Considering
only the forward-traveling wave, i.e., θr ∈ [0, π), and using
(36)–(37), we have

Ã2
r (θr) =

1

π
, θr ∈ [0, π). (38)

In this case, since (38) no longer depends on θ̄r, (27) can
be expressed as Γr(rx) = J0(krx), where J0(·) is the Bessel
function of the first kind and order zero, and the corresponding
PSD is given by Sr(kx) =

2√
k2−k2

x

, |kx| ≤ k. Hence, under

isotropic scattering, the PSD and ACF coincide with the
classical Jakes’ isotropic model.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We consider holographic lines with lengths Ls = Lr =
128λ and wavelength λ = 0.01 m (corresponding to a carrier
frequency of 30 GHz). We compare the WDM-based NLoS
channel with i.i.d. Rayleigh fading and Jakes’ isotropic models,
which are obtained by spatially sampling the holographic lines
according to the Nyquist criterion, i.e., with λ

2 spacing. To
simplify the analysis, we assume symmetric scattering between
the source and receiver, i.e., Ã2

s (θs) = Ã2
r (θr), which yields

σ2
r (n) = σ2

s (m). For non-isotropic scattering, we consider
C = 2 scattering clusters with mean angles θ̄r,1 = 30◦ and
θ̄r,2 = 60◦, with normalized circular variances ν21 = 0.01 and
ν22 = 0.005, respectively, and weights w1 = w2 = 1

2 . Fig. 2
illustrates Ã2

r (θr) for isotropic and non-isotropic scattering
obtained using (38) and (36)–(37), respectively, for the forward-
traveling waves, i.e., θr ∈ [0, π).

We examine the DoF defined as follows: for isotropic
scattering, they are the minimum number of non-zero coupling
coefficients in Es and Er required to represent h(r, s) over the
linear regions Ls and Lr [10], i.e., DoFiso = min(ns, nr); for
non-isotropic scattering, they coincide with the DoF of the
underlying random process [13], i.e.,
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DoFnon-iso=min

{
n′s :

n′
s∑

i=1

σ2
s,i≥1−ϵ, n′

r :

n′
r∑

i=1

σ2
r,i≥1−ϵ

}
, (39)

where ϵ specifies the desired level of accuracy and {σ2
s,i}

ns
i=1

and {σ2
r,i}

nr
i=1 represent

{
σ2

s (m) : m ∈ Es
}

and
{
σ2

r (n) : n ∈
Er
}

, respectively, obtained as in (35) and sorted in decreasing
order. As done in [14], we set ϵ = 0.3% according to the three-
sigma rule of the Gaussian distribution, stating that about 99.7%
of the values lie within three standard deviations. Fig. 3 plots
the eigenvalues of the receive spatial autocorrelation matrix
Rr (normalized by its trace). For i.i.d. Rayleigh fading, the
channel entries are mutually independent, leading to identical
eigenvalues of Rr. The closest physically meaningful counter-
part is Jakes’ isotropic model, whose spatial autocorrelation
matrix is obtained from the spatial sampling of J0(krx). The
normalized eigenvalues under isotropic scattering coincide with
those of Jakes’ isotropic model, whereas the non-isotropic
case exhibits a significantly steeper decay, indicating stronger
spatial correlation. In terms of DoF, we have DoFiso = 256
and DoFnon-iso = 82.

Considering (16) and assuming perfect channel state infor-
mation at both the source and receiver, the ergodic capacity
(measured in bits/s/Hz) is given by

CH = E
[ N∑

i=1

log2

(
1 +

Pi

χ2
ϱi(HHH)

)]
, (40)

where ϱi(·) denotes the i-th eigenvalue of HHH sorted in
decreasing order, Pi is the transmit power allocated to the
i-th eigenmode, computed via water-filling for each channel

realization, and P =
∑N

i=1 Pi represents the total transmit
power. For simplicity, we assume χ2 = 0 dBW and compute
(40) by averaging over 500 independent channel realizations.
Fig. 4 depicts the ergodic capacity against the total transmit
power. With water-filling power allocation, the capacity reflects
the eigenvalue distribution of Rr. The curve corresponding
to Jakes’ isotropic model closely matches that of isotropic
scattering. The non-isotropic case yields the lowest capacity
due to the stronger spatial correlation and the correspondingly
smaller number of dominant eigenmodes. The capacity under
i.i.d. Rayleigh fading also approaches that of the isotropic and
Jakes’ models.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We analyzed the WDM-based NLoS channel in holographic
MIMO by characterizing its spatial autocorrelation. In particu-
lar, we showed that applying WDM to the NLoS channel leads
to its angular-domain representation. Furthermore, particulariz-
ing the analysis to isotropic scattering recovers Jakes’ isotropic
model. The results highlight that WDM serves not only as a
multiplexing technique but also as an effective analytical tool
for studying holographic MIMO channels. Future work may
explore extensions to the multi-user setting.
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