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Abstract—Accurate channel state information (CSI) under-
pins reliable and efficient wireless communication. However,
acquiring CSI via pilot estimation incurs substantial overhead,
especially in massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems operating in high-Doppler environments. By leveraging
the growing availability of environmental sensing data, this
treatise investigates pilot-free channel inference that estimates
complete CSI directly from multimodal observations, including
camera images, LiDAR point clouds, and GPS coordinates.
In contrast to prior studies that rely on predefined channel
models, we develop a data-driven framework that formulates
the sensing-to-channel mapping as a cross-modal flow matching
problem. The framework fuses multimodal features into a latent
distribution within the channel domain, and learns a velocity
field that continuously transforms the latent distribution toward
the channel distribution. To make this formulation tractable and
efficient, we reformulate the problem as an equivalent conditional
flow matching objective and incorporate a modality alignment
loss, while adopting low-latency inference mechanisms to enable
real-time CSI estimation. In experiments, we build a procedural
data generator based on Sionna and Blender to support realistic
modeling of sensing scenes and wireless propagation. System-level
evaluations demonstrate significant improvements over pilot- and
sensing-based benchmarks in both channel estimation accuracy
and spectral efficiency for the downstream beamforming task.

Index Terms—Environment-aware communications, multi-
modal sensing, pilot-free channel estimation, generative AI, flow
matching, dynamic wireless environments.

I. Introduction

As wireless networks evolve toward next generation (NG)
systems, they are expected to support emerging applications
such as immersive extended reality, digital twins, and holo-
graphic communications [1]. These applications require highly
reliable yet low-latency communication links, which rely on
accurate knowledge of the channel state information (CSI) to
fully exploit the potential of massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) technology [2]. However, acquiring high-
resolution CSI for large-scale antenna arrays remains a major
bottleneck, as traditional channel estimation methods introduce
pilot overhead that scales with the number of antennas and user
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terminals, thereby occupying spectral resources that could oth-
erwise be used for data transmission. In simple tangible terms,
the pilot overhead must be doubled every time the Doppler
frequency is doubled. Consequently, significant research ef-
forts have been devoted to reducing pilot overhead without
sacrificing channel estimation accuracy [3]–[10]. Despite these
advances, achieving accurate and low- or even zero-overhead
CSI acquisition remains a key challenge in unlocking the full
potential of massive MIMO in NG networks.

Environment-aware communications [11] have recently
emerged as a promising paradigm to reduce or even eliminate
reliance on pilot signals for CSI acquisition. By sensing
environmental features, such as obstacle locations, reflector
and scatterer characteristics, terrain and building layouts, and
dynamic objects, communication systems can either directly
infer channel states or predict propagation models charac-
terized by path loss, shadowing, multipath, and LoS/NLoS
conditions. This environmental awareness enables optimized
transmission strategies, including beamforming, user schedul-
ing, and resource allocation, without requiring explicit pilot-
based CSI estimation. Existing studies on environment-aware
communications generally follow a pair of representative
strategies. The first one leverages multimodal sensing data,
including GPS coordinates, camera RGB images, LiDAR
point clouds, and radar signals, to perform channel-related
downstream tasks such as beamforming design [12] and link-
blockage detection [13]. Although this task-oriented approach
bypasses explicit CSI estimation, the learned mappings are
typically task-specific and lack generalization across system
configurations. The second strategy relies solely on GPS-based
localization to infer CSI under the assumptions of quasi-static
environments [14], [15], which is inherently inapplicable to
dynamic propagation scenarios.

To address the limitations discussed above, we propose
a flow-matching-based generative framework that learns a
continuous transformation from multimodal environmental
sensing data to high-dimensional wireless channel states. This
represents the first environment-aware technique capable of
achieving real-time full CSI recovery from dynamic multi-
modal sensing data without relying on pilot signaling. By
leveraging computational intelligence to replace communi-
cation overhead, the proposed framework enhances spectral
efficiency, supports physical-layer operations facilitated by full
CSI, and provides low-latency inference suitable for practical
deployment in dynamic NG networks.

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

04
96

6v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 4

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04966v1


2

TABLE I
Contrasting our contributions to the literature of channel inference methods

[3], [4] [5]–[10] [14] [15] [16]–[18] Our work
Instantaneous CSI acquisition ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Pilot-free channel inference ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
No channel model assumption ✓ ✓ ✓
Machine-learning-based approach ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Robustness to dynamic environment ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Multimodal-sensing-based CSI estimation ✓
Flow-matching-based channel inference ✓
Real-time and low-latency requirement ✓

A. Related Works

1) Channel Estimation with Reduced Pilot Overhead: To
mitigate the pilot overhead in massive MIMO systems, model-
based [3], [4] and data-driven [5]–[10] methods have been
proposed to reduce pilot usage, while preserving channel
estimation accuracy. Model-based techniques, such as com-
pressed sensing, exploit angular-domain sparsity to estimate
high-dimensional CSI from limited pilot measurements [3],
[4]. However, the sparsity assumption may not strictly hold
in dynamic or rich-scattering environments, which limits their
generalization capability. Data-driven methods aim to recover
full CSI from partial estimates by capturing correlations
across spatial, frequency, and temporal domains [5], [6] or
by integrating auxiliary information such as historical CSI
[7] and multi-view images [8]. Despite their effectiveness,
these approaches often require large datasets and are typically
tailored to specific pilot configurations, which limits their gen-
eralization to new scenarios. Recently, generative probabilistic
models based on score matching [9] and diffusion processes
[10] have been explored for learning the underlying channel
distribution and estimate CSI through posterior sampling under
arbitrary pilot settings. While these methods reduce pilot
dependence, pilot-free CSI acquisition remains a radical open
challenge, motivating the generative framework proposed in
this paper.

2) Environment-Aware Channel Inference: Environmental
sensing information has been increasingly exploited to en-
hance the understanding of wireless channels. Existing studies
can be broadly categorized according to their underlying
channel modeling assumptions. The first category assumes
a statistical channel model and estimates its key parameters
such as the path loss [16], Ricean K-factor [17], and root-
mean-square delay spread [18] from multimodal sensing data,
including GPS coordinates, RGB images, LiDAR point clouds,
and radar signals. Instead of focusing on long-term statistical
models, [14] assumes a quasi-static propagation environment,
where the channel characteristics are inferred from spatial
information using a K-nearest neighbors (KNN) approach
that maps user locations to propagation path knowledge for
reconstructing the MIMO channel coefficient matrix. Beyond
conventional statistical or ray-tracing models, NeRF2 [15]
learns a neural representation of radio propagation, effectively
introducing a novel data-driven propagation mechanism that
implicitly captures reflection, diffraction, and scattering effects
to predict channel responses. While the above methods are
capable of advanced environment-aware channel inference,

most of them are model-based and typically assume static en-
vironments or rely on single-modality inputs. By contrast, our
work adopts a fully data-driven framework that infers complete
CSI directly from multimodal sensing data, facilitating robust
inference under dynamic wireless environments.

3) Advances in Flow Matching for Distribution Mapping:
Recently, flow matching [19], [20] has emerged as a promis-
ing alternative to diffusion-based [21] and GAN-based [22]
generative models. In contrast to diffusion models that rely
on fixed Gaussian priors, flow matching provides a mathe-
matically principled framework for learning continuous map-
pings between arbitrary distributions, covering both intramodal
[23]–[25] and cross-modal [26]–[29] scenarios. In intra-modal
settings (e.g., face-to-face [23], [24] and sketches-to-images
[25] translations), flow matching learns a continuous transport
process that maps one distribution to another. Extending this
framework to cross-modal generation (e.g., text-to-image) is
more challenging because the source and target reside in
distinct data spaces. Early studies adopt Gaussian priors and
condition the flow on auxiliary modality features (e.g., text
embeddings) to guide this mapping [26], [27], which increases
model complexity and often limits generative quality. To over-
come these limitations, both CrossFlow [28] and FlowTok [29]
project heterogeneous modalities into shared latent spaces,
enabling more direct and efficient cross-modal distribution
transformation. Despite these advances in computer vision,
the potential of flow matching for supporting cross-modal
distribution mapping in wireless communications, particularly
for wireless channel inference, remains unexplored.

Our contributions are boldly and explicitly contrasted to the
existing literature in Table I and are further described next.

B. Contributions and Organization

This work investigates environment-aware channel inference
in dynamic wireless environments, where we infer complete
CSI directly from multimodal sensing data, including camera
images, LiDAR point clouds, and GPS coordinates, without
relying on pilot signaling. Building on recent advances in
flow-based generative modeling, we develop a cross-modal
flow matching framework that bridges the distributions of
multimodal sensing data and channel representations to en-
able real-time and model-free CSI estimation. In contrast to
prior sensing-enabled communication approaches tailored to
specific tasks such as beamforming, our framework conse-
quently generalizes to downstream physical-layer operations
and provides a unified foundation for multimodal sensing
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Fig. 1. Physical scenario where the base station is equipped with a camera, a LiDAR system and a server, and the user is deployed with a GPS. At the
server, the complete CSI between the base station and the user is estimated from multimodal sensing data, including image, point cloud and coordinate.

and communication integration. The main contributions are
summarized below.
•Modeling environment-aware channel inference via cross-
modal flow: We model environment-aware channel inference
as a cross-modal flow matching problem [28], [29], where
the transformation from multimodal sensing distribution to
wireless channel distribution is represented as a continuous
cross-modal flow. To realize this flow, heterogeneous sensing
modalities are fused through a stochastic encoder into a
multimodal latent distribution in the channel space. Then, the
model learns a time-dependent velocity field that drives the
evolution from the fused sensing modalities toward the target
channel modality. This formulation serves as the basis for the
subsequent learning and inference framework.
•Tractable learning and efficient inference design: To make
the proposed formulation tractable, we reformulate it as a
conditional flow matching problem that learns the velocity
field conditioned on the accessible samples drawn from the
encoded multimodal latent (source) and wireless channel (tar-
get) distributions. To reduce the mismatch between the two
distributions, we introduce a modality alignment loss that not
only regularizes the encoded source distribution but encour-
ages it to closely align with the target channel distribution.
During inference, a second-order numerical integration scheme
is employed to approximate the learned cross-modal flow for
reducing latency and preserve estimation quality.
•Experiments: We construct a procedural data generator
based on Sionna [30] and Blender [31] to enable the joint
modeling of realistic sensing environments and wireless prop-
agation. System-level experiments show that the proposed
framework achieves sub -10 dB normalized mean square error
(NMSE) in channel estimation and up to 25% improvement
in spectral efficiency for beamforming as a downstream task,
outperforming both pilot-based and sensing-based baselines,
while generalizing beyond task-specific multimodal beam-
forming.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the system model. Section III presents our prob-
lem formulation for environment-aware channel inference. The

learning and optimization framework is presented in Section
VI. Section V provides experimental results, followed by our
conclusions in Section VI.

II. SystemModel

A. Physical Scenario and Transmission Protocol

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a massive MIMO system
operating in the millimeter wave (mmWave) band, where a
base station (BS) having NBS transmit antennas (TAs) serves
a single user equipped with NUE receive antennas (RAs).1

The coverage region includes both static and dynamic entities,
such as buildings and moving vehicles, which affect the
propagation of electromagnetic signals. To enable real-time
monitoring of the wireless environment, the BS is equipped
with a LiDAR sensor, a panoramic camera, and it also receives
GPS information reported by the associated user. Specifically,
the LiDAR point cloud, consisting of U three-dimensional
points, is denoted as C ∈ R3×U , which characterizes the
spatial structure of the environment, including the shape, size,
and distance of surrounding objects. The panoramic camera
image having a height H, width W, and RGB channels is
denoted as M ∈ R3×H×W , which captures a 360-degree view
of the environment. The two-dimensional GPS coordinate is
denoted as p ∈ R2, representing the position relative to the BS.
All these multimodal sensing data are collected and stored
at the server deployed at the BS. In this paper, we aim
to infer complete CSI between the BS and the user from
multimodal sensing data, a task referred to as environment-
aware channel inference. This method completely obviates
the need for pilot signals in CSI acquisition and therefore
saves valuable spectral resources, while being less susceptible
to channel impairments (e.g., additive Gaussian white noise)
and pilot-related limitations (e.g., insufficient pilot length)
compared to conventional pilot-based approaches.

1For simplicity but without loss of generality, a single-user MIMO system
is considered in this work. However, the results can be easily extended to
multi-user scenarios by utilizing orthogonal resource allocation and linear
precoding techniques.
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Fig. 2. Transmission protocol with frame-based CSI acquisition, where the
environment-aware channel inference is employed for CSI update.

The transmission protocol is illustrated in Fig. 2, where
environment-aware channel inference is employed for CSI
acquisition. The transmission resources are divided into con-
secutive frames, each with a duration of T f . We assume a
block-fading channel model in which the CSI remains constant
within each frame but varies randomly and independently
across frames. Each transmission frame starts with a CSI
acquisition period Tca, during which the user reports its
instantaneous coordinate to the BS in the GPS query phase.
This phase is followed by a channel inference stage, when
the BS infers the CSI of the current block by exploiting the
reported position together with the camera image and LiDAR
point cloud, while data transmission continues concurrently
using the outdated CSI from the previous frame. Once the
inference is completed, the updated CSI is applied for the rest
of the frame.

B. Channel Representation and Pre/Post-Processing
We denote the mmWave MIMO channel between the BS

and the user by H ∈ CNUE×NBS . Due to the limited number
of propagation clusters and the narrow angular spread, the
mmWave channel exhibits sparsity in the angular domain.
Motivated by this observation and following [32], we per-
form channel inference in the angular domain. To this end,
the spatial-domain channel matrix H is transformed into
its angular-domain counterpart Had through discrete Fourier
transforms (DFT) as

Had = FH
NUE

HFNBS , (1)

where FNUE ∈ C
NUE×NUE and FNBS ∈ C

NBS×NBS represent the
DFT matrices defined as

[FNUE ]m,k =
1
√

NUE
e j 2π

NUE
(m−1)(k−1)

, m, k = 1, . . . ,NUE , (2)

[FNBS ]m,k =
1
√

NBS
e j 2π

NBS
(m−1)(k−1)

, m, k = 1, . . . ,NBS . (3)

Since conventional neural networks operate on real-valued
tensors, the complex angular-domain channel matrix Had is
converted into a real-valued representation before being fed
into the learning model. Specifically, we stack its real and
imaginary components along the first dimension to form H′ad ∈

R2×NUE×NBS . After inference, the resultant real-valued tensor
Ĥ′ad is transformed back into its complex form as

Ĥad = Ĥ′ad(1, :, :) + j Ĥ′ad(2, :, :), (4)

yielding the estimated angular-domain channel matrix. Then,
the estimated channel Ĥ in the spatial domain is obtained by
the inverse DFT operation

Ĥ = FNUE ĤadFH
NBS
. (5)

III. Problem Formulation for Environment-Aware
Channel Inference

As established in channel modeling studies, the wireless
channel between a transmitter and a receiver is primarily
determined by their relative geometry and the surrounding
environment [33]. This intrinsic dependency provides a physi-
cal basis for inferring high-dimensional channel matrices from
multimodal environmental sensing data.

To capture this dependency, we model both the multi-
modal environmental sensing data and the wireless channel
as random variables that follow different probability distribu-
tions. Specifically, the sensing distribution characterizes the
stochastic variations in LiDAR, camera, and the GPS data
gleaned from different environmental configurations, while the
channel distribution represents the corresponding variations in
the channel matrices. This distributional formulation naturally
fits within the flow matching framework [19], which models
data generation as a continuous transformation from a source
to a target distribution guided by a velocity field.

However, in environment-aware channel inference, the
source and target distributions correspond to heterogeneous
modalities lying in different data spaces, which makes stan-
dard flow matching formulations inapplicable [19], [20]. To
generalize flow matching to this setting, we propose a cross-
modality evolution framework, where heterogeneous sensing
modalities are fused into a shape-aligned channel space to
form a latent distribution. Then, a mapping between this
latent distribution and the target channel distribution is learned.
This framework is conceptually related to the CrossFlow [28],
which adapts flow matching to a cross-domain generation task
(i.e., text-to-image), but differs fundamentally in that our goal
is to infer the wireless channel representation from multimodal
environmental sensing data.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we formalize the environment-aware
channel inference problem by considering multimodal sensing-
channel observations (M,C, p,H′ad) jointly drawn from an
environmental distribution

penv(M,C,p,H′ad) = pmul(M,C,p)pad(H′ad |M,C, p), (6)

where pmul(M,C,p) denotes the joint distribution of mul-
timodal sensing observations. The camera RGB image M,
LiDAR point cloud C, and GPS coordinate p are fused
through a stochastic encoder qψ having learnable parameters
ψ, yielding a conditional latent distribution qψ(· | M,C, p)
that serves as the source distribution p0. Conditioned on the
same multimodal sensing observations, the conditional channel
distribution pad(· |M,C, p) functions as the target distribution
p1. The continuous transformation from the source distribution
p0 to the target distribution p1 is described by a probability
path {pt}t∈[0,1] that smoothly interpolates between them. This
path is governed by a time-dependent velocity field u(xt, t), so
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that the evolution of an intermediate state xt ∼ pt follows the
ordinary differential equation (ODE)

dxt

dt
= u(xt, t), (7)

which characterizes the instantaneous flow that is capable of
transporting samples from the multimodal latent distribution
qψ toward the channel distribution pad. Since the true velocity
field u(xt, t) implied by the probability path is generally
intractable, we approximate it using a neural network vθ(xt, t)
relying on the learnable parameters θ. Following the standard
flow matching formulation in [19], the learning objective is
to minimize the expected discrepancy between the neural and
true velocity fields:

(P1) min
ψ,θ
JFM = Et∼U[0,1], xt∼pt

∥∥∥vθ(xt, t) − u(xt, t)
∥∥∥2

F . (8)

IV. Learning and Optimization for Environment-Aware
Channel Inference

In this section, we propose a cross-modal flow matching
framework to realize environment-aware channel inference.
Specifically, we introduce the learning objectives for cross-
modal flow matching in Sec. IV-A, describe the model archi-
tecture and parameterization in Sec. IV-B, and elaborate on
the optimization and inference pipeline in Sec. IV-C.

A. Learning Objectives for Cross-Modal Flow Matching

To achieve environment-aware channel inference, we design
learning objectives for tractable cross-modal flow matching.
Specifically, we reformulate the original flow matching objec-
tive in (8) to enable Monte Carlo approximation, and introduce
an extra modality alignment loss for supporting the evolution
from multimodal sensing data toward the channel representa-
tion. Finally, the overall learning objective is proposed.

1) Flow Matching Loss Reformulation: Although the flow
matching objective in (8) provides a theoretically elegant
formulation, it is intractable to use in practice. This is because
the true probability path pt and its corresponding velocity field
u(xt, t) are unknown and cannot be explicitly constructed with-
out access to the underlying generative process that transforms
p0 to p1. In other words, during model training, we can only
observe the initial state x0 and the terminal state x1 from the
source latent distribution qψ (i.e., p0) and the target channel
distribution pad (i.e., p1), respectively, but we have no prior
knowledge of an appropriate pair [pt, u(xt, t)] that yields a
continuous flow to connect them. To address this issue, we
construct a conditional probability path pt(xt; x0, x1) and a
corresponding conditional velocity field u(xt, t; x0, x1), which
describe the evolution of intermediate states xt conditioned on
the accessible paired sensing-channel representations (x0, x1)
drawn from a joint distribution, formally defined as

(x0, x1) ∼ π(x0, x1), (9)

whose marginal distributions are qψ and pad, respectively.
To make the conditional path pt(xt; x0, x1) analytically

tractable, we follow [20] and model it as an element-wise
Gaussian distribution with mean tx1 + (1 − t)x0 and isotropic

variance σ2
min, implying element-wise independence within xt.

The marginal probability path can be obtained by integrating
out the joint distribution of the initial and terminal states:

pt(xt) =
∫

pt(xt; x0, x1) π(x0, x1) dx0 dx1. (10)

Given the definition of pt(xt; x0, x1), its mean reduces to x0
and x1 at t = 0 and t = 1, respectively. Substituting these
endpoint cases into (10) shows that the marginal distributions
at the boundaries correspond to Gaussian-smoothing of the
source and target distributions, i.e.,

p0 = qψ ∗ Niid(0, σ2
min), p1 = pad ∗ Niid(0, σ2

min), (11)

where ∗ denotes convolution over the tensor domain. As
σmin → 0, the marginal distributions converge to p0 = qψ and
p1 = pad, which are the desired source and target distributions
defined in the problem formulation.

Having established the conditional probability path that
satisfies the desired marginal conditions, we next derive the
corresponding conditional velocity field through the ODE in
(7). According to the definition of conditional Gaussian path,
the intermediate state xt ∼ pt(xt; x0, x1) can be represented as

xt = tx1 + (1 − t)x0 + σminϵ, (12)

where the elements of ϵ are independently and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) as N(0, 1). Taking the time derivative of
(12) yields the conditional velocity field as follows:

u(xt, t; x0, x1) =
d
dt

(
(1 − t)x0 + tx1 + σminϵ

)
(13)

= x1 − x0.

Given the conditional probability path pt(xt; x0, x1) and ve-
locity field u(xt, t; x0, x1), we extend the original flow matching
objective in (8) by replacing the probability path and velocity
field with their conditional counterparts and introducing an
expectation over the joint distribution π(x0, x1). The resultant
conditional flow matching (CFM) objective is given as follows:

JCFM = Et∼U[0,1], (x0,x1)∼π, xt∼pt(·;x0,x1)
∥∥∥vθ(xt, t) − u(xt, t; x0, x1)

∥∥∥2
F ,

σmin→0
= Et∼U[0,1], (x0,x1)∼π

∥∥∥vθ(tx1 + (1 − t)x0, t
)
− (x1 − x0)

∥∥∥2
F ,

(14)

where the second equality follows from the representation of
xt in (12) as σmin → 0. It has been shown in [19], [20] that
the conditional formulation in (14) achieves the same gradient
dynamics as the original flow matching objective in (8), i.e.,
∇JFM = ∇JCFM. This indicates that conditional flow matching
provides a tractable yet theoretically equivalent alternative to
the intractable original formulation, which enables efficient
optimization of θ and ψ via (14).

In particular, we model the latent distribution qψ(x0 |

M,C,p) as a multivariate Gaussian distribution with
mean µ(M,C, p;ψ) ∈ R2×NUE×NBS and standard deviation
σ(M,C,p;ψ) ∈ R2×NUE×NBS

≥0 , where both µ and σ are outputs
of a neural network parameterized by ψ with inputs (M,C, p).
Using the reparameterization technique, the initial state is
sampled as

x0 = µ(M,C, p;ψ) + σ(M,C, p;ψ) ⊙ ϵ, (15)
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where the elements of ϵ are i.i.d. as N(0, 1) and ⊙ denotes
element-wise multiplication. Given a batch of paired multi-
modal sensing-channel samples {M[s],C[s], p[s],H′[s]

ad }
S
s=1 and

time indices {t[s]}Ss=1 independently sampled from the uniform
distribution U[0, 1], we approximate the expectation in (14)
via Monte Carlo sampling, and thus, obtain the empirical
conditional flow matching loss:

LCFM =
1
S

S∑
s=1

∥∥∥vθ(t[s]H′[s]
ad + (1 − t[s])x[s]

0 , t[s]) − (H′[s]
ad − x[s]

0
)∥∥∥2

F .

(16)

2) Modality Alignment Loss: In sensing-to-channel flow,
training the stochastic encoder solely with the conditional
flow matching loss often leads to a highly uneven source
distribution, while the induced probability path toward the tar-
get channel distribution may become unnecessarily irregular,
which unavoidably degrades the generative performance. To
ensure efficient transport, our goal is to identify the minimal
and smoothest path that connects the source and target distri-
butions, which can be theoretically interpreted as maximizing
their mutual information. In practice, it is equivalent to mini-
mizing the contrastive loss, which attracts paired multimodal
sensing-channel samples while repelling unpaired ones, as
pointed out in [34]. By enforcing stronger alignment between
the multimodal latent representations and channel matrices,
the resultant transport paths achieve improved smoothness and
efficiency, which facilitates faster convergence and enhances
stability of the flow matching process.

Motivated by this principle, we design the modality align-
ment loss that jointly minimizes the contrastive loss to enhance
cross-modal consistency and incorporates a KL-divergence
term to regularize the encoded source distribution:

LMA = −
1
S

S∑
s=1

log
exp
(
sim(x[s]

0 ,H′[s]
ad )/τ

)∑S
k=1 exp

(
sim(x[s]

0 ,H′[k]
ad )/τ

) + λLKL,

(17)
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Fig. 4. Network structure of the neural velocity field.

where τ denotes the trainable temperature coefficient control-
ling the contrastive sharpness, λ is the hyperparameter that
balances the alignment and regularization terms, and sim(·, ·)
represents the cosine similarity, while the KL-divergence loss
is defined as

LKL = −
1
S

S∑
s=1

1T vec
(
1 + log

(
σ2(M[s],C[s], p[s];ψ)

)
(18)

− µ2(M[s],C[s], p[s];ψ) − σ2(M[s],C[s], p[s];ψ)
)
.

3) Overall Learning Objective: The overall learning ob-
jective jointly optimizes the conditional flow matching loss
LCFM in (16) and the modality alignment loss LMA in (17) to
achieve robust and efficient sensing-to-channel evolution. The
associated optimization problem is formulated as

min
ψ,θ,τ

(
LCFM +LMA

)
, (19)

which enables joint end-to-end optimization of the multimodal
encoder qψ and the neural velocity field vθ.

B. Model Architecture and Parameterization
This section details the network architectures that imple-

ment the overall learning objective in (19), which comprise
the multimodal stochastic encoder qψ that fuses heterogeneous
sensing modalities into a latent distribution in channel space,
and the neural velocity field vθ for flow matching.

1) Multimodal Stochastic Encoder: The stochastic encoder
qψ(·) employs modality-specific backbone networks to extract
multimodal sensing features, and then fuses them into a latent
distribution within the channel space.

As detailed in Fig. 3, the encoder integrates three backbone
networks – a convolutional neural network (CNN), a point
cloud network (PointNet), and a multilayer perceptron (MLP)
– to extract features from the image, point cloud, and coor-
dinates, respectively.2 Specifically, (i) the CNN architecture

2We use three different backbone networks because the three input modal-
ities exhibit fundamentally different structural properties. Specifically, images
have 2D spatial correlations suited for the CNN with local-receptive-field ca-
pability; point clouds are unordered point sets requiring permutation-invariant
models like PointNet; and coordinates are low-dimensional continuous vectors
best handled by simple MLPs. If a single network were forced to handle all
modalities, it would destroy the inherent structure of each modality, which
ultimately leads to a significant degradation in model performance.
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Fig. 5. Inference pipeline that enables the cross-modality evolution from multimodal sensing data to wireless channel representation.

Algorithm 1 Training Cross-Modal Flow Matching for Chan-
nel Inference
Require: Training dataset D = {M[s],C[s], p[s],H′[s]

ad }
S
s=1.

1: Initialize batch size Bs, learning rate η, weight λ, number
of training epoch Ntr.

2: Randomly initialize the multimodal stochastic encoder, the
neural velocity field and the temperature coefficient with
ψ(0), θ(0) and τ(0), respectively.

3: for n = 1 to Ntr epochs do
4: Randomly extract a subset Ds ⊂ D with Bs data

samples and independently sample Bs time indices
{ t[s]}

Bs
s=1 from the uniform distribution U[0, 1].

5: Compute the mini-batch estimate of the loss in (19)
using the sampled subset Ds and time indices {t[s]},
and obtain the updated parameters ψ(n), θ(n), and τ(n)

via Adam with learning rate η.
6: end for
7: return Optimized parameters ψ∗ = ψ(Ntr) and θ∗ = θ(Ntr).

consists of three stacked 2D convolutional (Conv2D) layers
with progressively doubled channel sizes, where each layer
halves the spatial resolution via a stride-2 downsampling oper-
ation. The resultant feature map from the final Conv2D layer is
flattened into a vector, and then processed by a fully-connected
(FC) layer to produce a feature vector; (ii) the PointNet
architecture applies three stacked 1D convolutional (Conv1D)
layers to expand the dimensionality of each 3D point, followed
by a max-pooling operation across the point dimension to
obtain a global feature vector, which is subsequently refined by
an FC layer; (iii) the MLP architecture applies a sinusoidal
encoding module [35] to transform the coordinate into a high-
dimensional position embedding, followed by two sequential
FC layers that generate the corresponding feature vector.

The resultant modality-specific feature vectors are then
concatenated and fused through a multi-head attention layer
[12]. The fused feature vector is reshaped into a dual-channel
feature map, which is processed by two independent Conv2D
layers to produce a mean of µ ∈ R2×NUE×NBS and a log-variance
of σlog ∈ R

2×NUE×NBS , respectively. The variance is obtained via
σ2 = exp(σlog), which ensures its positivity and thus enhances
numerical stability during model training and inference.

Algorithm 2 Pipeline for Online Channel Inference
Require: The integration step number K, the RGB image

M, the point cloud C, the position coordinate p, and the
learned model parameters ψ∗ and θ∗.

1: Feed M, C, and p into the multimodal stochastic encoder
qψ∗ to obtain the mean µ, and set the initial state to x0 = µ.

2: Initialize the intermediate state xh at k = 0 via (22).
3: for k = 1 to K − 1 do
4: Update the intermediate state xkh to x(k+1)h via (21).
5: end for
6: Extract the terminal state as estimated channel Ĥ′ad ← x1.
7: Convert Ĥ′ad into complex-valued form Ĥad using Eq. (4),

and then transform it into spatial domain Ĥ via Eq. (5).
8: return Estimated channel coefficient matrix Ĥ.

2) Neural Velocity Field: The neural velocity field vθ(·, t)
is designed fo predicting the current velocity field from the
intermediate state xt during flow matching. The U-Net archi-
tecture of [36] fits this task well due to its symmetric encoder-
decoder design, which preserves spatial dimension between the
input and output, while enabling multi-scale feature extraction
and flexible conditional information injection. Motivated by
these properties, we extend the classic U-Net by incorporating
the time step t as an additional conditioning input for flow
matching.

As illustrated in Fig. 4, the network consists of an encoding
path, a bottleneck block, and a decoding path connected
through skip connections. The time step t is first transformed
into a high-dimensional embedding using a sinusoidal en-
coding module [35] and injected into each block via FC
projections. (i) Encoding path: The intermediate state xt is
progressively downsampled through encoder blocks, where
time embeddings are added to feature maps before applying
Conv2D and stride-2 downsampling operations. (ii) Bottle-
neck block: The lowest-resolution feature map is fused with
the time embedding and processed by stacked Conv2D layers
to capture global context. (iii) Decoding path: The feature
map is upsampled through decoder blocks that concatenate
skip connections from the corresponding encoder layers, in-
tegrate time embeddings, and apply Conv2D layers followed
by upsampling to restore spatial resolution. The final output
vθ(xt, t) represents the predicted velocity field at time step t.
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C. Training and Inference Procedures

The parameters of the multimodal stochastic encoder ψ
and the neural velocity field θ, as well as the temperature
coefficient τ are jointly optimized with the overall learning
objective (19). In this paper, we opt for the adaptive moment
estimation (Adam) method as the gradient-descent optimizer,
because it offers fast and stable convergence by adaptively
adjusting per-parameter learning rates. The training process is
detailed in Algorithm 1.

With the learned parameters ψ∗ and θ∗, Fig. 5 shows
the pipeline for estimating the wireless channel from multi-
modal sensing data. During channel inference, the multimodal
stochastic encoder qψ∗ encodes the RGB image M, the point
cloud C, and the position coordinate p into the mean µ and
the variance σ. Whilst the initial state is reparameterized
via (15) during training, we adopt a maximum-a-posteriori
(MAP) deterministic initialization during inference by setting
the initial state to the mode of the multivariate Gaussian
distribution, i.e., x0 = µ. This strategy eliminates sampling-
induced variability, thereby yielding more stable and accurate
point estimates for CSI acquisition. To achieve the terminal
state, we integrate the ODE in (7) from t = 0 to t = 1, where
the true velocity field u(xt, t) is replaced by the learned neural
velocity field vθ(xt, t). In practice, the integration interval
t ∈ [0, 1] is discretized into K steps with step size h = 1/K.
Over each step k, we have

x(k+1)h − xkh =

∫ kh+h

kh
vθ∗ (xt, t)dt, (20)

≈ hvθ∗ (xkh, kh),

which corresponds to the first-order (forward Euler) update.
To improve the numerical accuracy of the integration, we

adopt the second-order Adams-Bashforth method [37]. The
update for k = 1, . . . ,K − 1 is given by

x(k+1)h = xkh + h ·
(

3
2 vθ∗ (xkh, kh) − 1

2 vθ∗ (x(k−1)h, (k − 1)h)
)
, (21)

with the initialization at k = 0 as

xh = x0 + h · vθ∗ (x0, 0). (22)

After K update steps, we obtain the estimated angular-domain
channel matrix Ĥ′ad, i.e., the terminal state x1. This estimate
is then converted to the complex-valued form Ĥad via (4) and
finally mapped to the spatial domain Ĥ via (5). The overall
inference procedure is summarized in Algorithm 2.

V. Experimental Results

We employ the NVIDIA Sionna link-level testbench [30]
and the Blender graphics suite [31] as our simulators to
generate 3GPP-compliant MIMO channels and multimodal
sensing data. As shown in Fig. 6, we simulate an urban inter-
section scenario consisting of four buildings and four moving
vehicles, representing the static and dynamic components
of the environment, respectively. Specifically, we randomly
sample 6, 000 user locations and, for each location, simulate
the vehicles moving across 5 transmission frames that the
user communicates with a central BS, resulting in a dataset
of S = 30,000 synchronized channel-sensing samples. Both

User with GPS

Base Station with 

Camera and LiDAR

Dynamic Channel Due 

to Moving Vehicles

Fig. 6. Illustration of the scene simulated by Sionna and Blender.

the user and the BS employ hybrid analog and digital antenna
arrays. The number of antennas is set to NBS = 64 and NUE

= 16, and the corresponding number of RF chains is NBS
RF = 4

and NUE
RF = 4. Moreover, the transmission frame period is set

to T f = 10 ms and the communication bandwidth is configured
as W= 120 kHz, resulting in Nsym = 1120 transmit symbols
per frame according to the 5G standard [38].

The proposed cross-modal flow matching framework is
implemented in PyTorch and trained on an NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 4090 24 GB GPU. The dataset collected is divided into
training and testing sets with a 9:1 ratio. The model is trained
for Ntr = 2000 epochs using a batch size of Bs = 128. The
weight of regularization term is λ = 10−4 and the learning rate
of the Adam optimizer is set to η = 10−4.

1) Benchmarks: To evaluate the proposed framework, we
compare it to representative benchmark methods. The first
three benchmarks correspond to pilot-based channel estimation
approaches. For these methods, the CSI acquisition period Tca

is partitioned into two parts: the first (Tca−Tce) for pilot trans-
mission and the remaining Tce for executing channel estima-
tion algorithms. This implies that the number of pilot symbols
used for channel estimation is given by (Tca − Tce)/T f ×Nsym.
• LS-Based Channel Estimation [39]: The least-squares (LS)
method is employed to estimate the channel coefficient matrix
directly from the received pilot signals.
• LASSO-Based Channel Estimation [3]: The LASSO
estimator is applied to estimate the angular-domain channel
matrix from the received pilots, which is then transformed
back into the spatial domain.
• Diffusion-Based Channel Estimation [10]: A diffusion
model is pretrained on angular-domain channels to serve as
a generative prior. During inference, the model is initialized
with Gaussian noise and iteratively refines the noisy sample
based on posterior scores computed from both the pretrained
prior and the received pilots. This process produces an es-
timated channel realization in the angular domain, which is
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subsequently transformed back into the spatial domain.
We further consider a benchmark that realizes environment-

aware channel inference based on the user’s location.
• KNN-Based Channel Inference [14]: The channels gen-
erated by Sionna are represented using a ray-tracing model
characterized by the path gain, phase, and zenith/azimuth
angles of departure (AoDs) and arrival (AoAs). For each
user location, the three strongest propagation paths are first
selected from each transmission frame. The corresponding
channel parameters are then averaged across five consecutive
frames to obtain three representative paths. Based on the
training samples, an inverse-distance-weighted KNN algorithm
is employed to predict the path parameters at unseen locations
according to their spatial proximity to the training locations,
which are subsequently used for reconstructing the channel
coefficient matrix.

The aforementioned benchmarks are also extended to down-
stream physical-layer operations that rely on CSI, among
which we specifically consider beamforming design in our ex-
periments and include the following task-oriented benchmark.
• Multimodal-Sensing-Aided Beam Selection [12]: The
method in [12] considers a multiple-input single-output
(MISO) system using a fully digital antenna array. To adapt it
to our MIMO setting with hybrid analog-digital arrays, we
construct DFT codebooks for the analog transmit precoder
(TPC) and receive combiner (RC), and Grassmannian code-
books for their digital counterparts. A Transformer network
is then employed to infer the optimal beam indices in these
codebooks from multimodal sensing inputs (RGB image,
LiDAR point cloud, and user coordinate). The final hybrid
TPC and RC are obtained by combining the selected analog
and digital components.

2) Evaluation Metrics: Given the estimated channel matrix
Ĥ[i] and its ground-truth H[i] at the i-th transmission frame, the
channel estimation accuracy is evaluated using the normalized
mean square error (NMSE), defined as

(NMSE)

∥∥∥∥H[i] − Ĥ[i]
∥∥∥∥2

F∥∥∥H[i]
∥∥∥2

F

, (23)

While NMSE quantifies the element-wise estimation error, we
also consider the cosine similarity for richer characterization.
This metric quantifies the alignment between the subspaces
spanned by the estimated and ground-truth channel matrices,
which is particularly relevant for beamforming-oriented tasks:

(Cosine Similarity)
∥(H[i])HĤ[i]∥F

∥H[i]∥F∥Ĥ[i]∥F

. (24)

Both metrics are averaged over all transmission frames and
user locations.

To evaluate the beamforming performance, we consider the
achievable spectral efficiency (SE), which depends on the
channel acquisition time duration Tca. Explicitly, Tca is defined
as the duration from the beginning of channel acquisition
until the beam selection is completed. Although this definition
slightly extends the conventional notion of channel acquisition,
it captures the total latency in inferring the beamforming
vectors. For fair comparison, we use the same analog and

TABLE II
Ablation Study on Training Objectives

Metric
Loss CFM CFM+Recon CFM+MA

NMSE (dB) -4.86 -5.78 -10.21
Cosine Similarity 0.82 0.86 0.95
†The number of numerical integration steps is K = 7.

digital codebooks as those in the multimodal-sensing-aided
beam selection benchmark, and adopt the two-stage search
algorithm [40] to obtain the hybrid TPC F̂[i] ∈ CNBS×1 and RC
Ŵ[i] ∈ CNUE×1 that align with the dominant spatial direction
of the channel. Accordingly, the instantaneous SE is

R(Ŵ[i], F̂[i],H[i]) = log2

(
1 + γS NR

∣∣∣∣(Ŵ[i])HH[i]F̂[i]
∣∣∣∣2 ), (25)

where γS NR is the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).
In pilot-based channel estimation schemes, both pilot sig-

naling and CSI recovery are performed within the channel
acquisition period Tca, during which no data transmission
occurs. The resultant effective achievable SE within one frame
is given by

(Pilot-Based SE)
T f − Tca

T f
R(Ŵ[i], F̂[i],H[i]). (26)

By contrast, in environment-aware and sensing-aided com-
munications, as illustrated in Fig. 2, the computation processes
for the current frame are performed concurrently with data
transmission using the beamformers from the previous frame.
The average achievable SE within a frame is therefore calcu-
lated as

(Sensing-Aided SE)
Tca

T f
R(Ŵ[i−1], F̂[i−1],H[i]) −

128 bits
T f W

+
T f − Tca

T f
R(Ŵ[i], F̂[i],H[i]), (27)

where the second term represents the overhead associated with
GPS query, assuming that 128 bits are used to encode the two-
dimensional user coordinate. All metrics are averaged over
the last four transmission frames, excluding the first frame to
avoid the ambiguity of channel initialization, and over all user
locations.

A. Ablation and Parameter Study

We conduct an ablation study on the training objectives
to justify the rationale for including the modality align-
ment loss. Three configurations are compared: the baseline
CFM model trained solely with the flow matching loss; the
CFM+Recon variant, which incorporates a reconstruction loss
following [28], where modality-specific decoders reconstruct
each modality from the shared latent representation, thereby
introducing both the reconstruction loss and the KL regu-
larization; and the proposed CFM+MA scheme that jointly
optimizes the CFM and modality alignment losses for effi-
ciently bridging the source and target distributions. In this
experiment, the number of integration steps is fixed at K = 7.
As summarized in Table II, the CFM+MA scheme achieves
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Fig. 7. The impact of numerical integration step K on channel estimation
quality.

the best overall performance, yielding an NMSE of -10.21 dB
and a cosine similarity of 0.95. In simple tangible terms, this
represents an approximately factor 10 reduction attainable by
harnessing our proposed technique. The baseline CFM exhibits
the worst estimation quality, with an NMSE of -4.86 dB and a
cosine similarity of 0.82, while the CFM+Recon configuration
moderately improves the performance to -5.78 dB NMSE and
0.86 cosine similarity. These results suggest that, compared
with merely preserving multimodal information in the latent
space as in the CFM+Recon scheme, directly enforcing align-
ment between the source and target distributions shortens the
transport path and thus enhances channel estimation accuracy.

We study the impact of the number of numerical integra-
tion steps K used during inference regardless of the latency
constraint, which determines the discretization resolution of
the flow-matching process. As shown in Fig. 7, the channel
estimation performance improves as K increases, with the
NMSE decreasing and the cosine similarity increasing due
to the reduced numerical integration error. However, when K
exceeds 7, further increasing it to 10 yields only a marginal
NMSE improvement of 0.5 dB and approximately 0.01 in
cosine similarity gain. This indicates that the discrete update
already provides a sufficiently accurate approximation of the
continuous integration process. Based on this observation, we
set K = 7 as the default value in the following experiments,
unless otherwise specified.

Fig. 8 illustrates the cross-modality evolution process from
the latent multimodal sensing representation to the angular-
domain channel matrix during inference. As the evolution
proceeds, the channel estimation quality shows a steady im-
provement. At the initial step (k = 0), the latent representation
is unstructured, yielding a high NMSE of 28.43 dB and a low
cosine similarity of 0.10. As the neural ODE is numerically
integrated forward, i.e., as k increases, the NMSE gradually de-
creases while the cosine similarity increases, with the sparsity
pattern of the angular-domain channel progressively emerging.
Upon completing the integration at k = 7, the estimated
angular-domain channel matrix (i.e., the terminal state) clearly
exhibits a sparsity pattern similar to that of the ground truth
in Fig. 8(f), achieving an NMSE of −10.25 dB and a cosine
similarity of 0.96.

The number of numerical integration steps K directly influ-
ences the inference latency of the proposed cross-modal flow

(a) k=0, CosSim=0.10,
NMSE= 28.43 dB.

(b) k=1, CosSim=0.11,
NMSE= 27.09 dB.

(c) k=3, CosSim=0.14,
NMSE= 23.59 dB.

(d) k=5, CosSim=0.21,
NMSE= 17.61 dB.

(e) k=7, CosSim=0.96,
NMSE=-10.25 dB.

(f) Ground-Truth Angular
Domain Channel Matrix

Fig. 8. Cross-modality evolution process from the multimodal sensing latent
representation to the angular-domain channel matrix.
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Fig. 9. Computational latency comparison of sensing-aided channel inference
and pilot-based channel estimation schemes.

matching framework. Accordingly, Fig. 9 reports the end-to-
end computational latency of all the channel estimation and in-
ference schemes considered. In our framework, the multimodal
stochastic encoder is activated once per inference, requiring
approximately 0.75 ms, while the U-Net is harnessed K times,
with an average runtime of 0.25 ms per step. Consequently,
the total inference latency is about 1.25 ms for K = 2 and 2.5
ms for K = 7. For the pilot-based channel estimation schemes
(LS, LASSO, and diffusion), the conventional computing time
corresponds to the processing latency from pilot reception
to channel estimation. Although these methods achieve sub-
millisecond computation time, motivating the setting of Tce =

1 ms in the following experiments, the overall channel acqui-
sition duration also includes pilot transmission, which plays a
similar role to the inference process in our framework. Even at
the maximum integration step (K = 7), the inference latency of
our method remains below 2.5 ms, which is comparable to the
typical CSI acquisition period. Considering that the GPS query
times are negligible, the proposed framework fully satisfies the
latency constraints of 5G communication systems.
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Fig. 10. The impact of SNR on channel estimation quality under the CSI
acquisition period Tca = 2.5 ms.

B. Channel Estimation Performance versus SNR

In Fig. 10(a) and Fig. 10(b), we investigate the effect of SNR
on NMSE and cosine similarity, respectively, and compare our
scheme to different CSI acquisition methods. In this experi-
ment, the CSI acquisition period is set to Tca = 2.5 ms. It is
observed that our proposed method achieves the lowest NMSE
and the highest cosine similarity among all the schemes.
Another observation is that the performance of our proposed
scheme and of the KNN-based channel inference scheme is al-
most invariant to SNR. This is because sensing-aided methods
estimate CSI directly from environmental sensing data rather
than relying on noisy pilot observations, which makes them
robust to time-variant SNR levels. Although the KNN-based
method achieves lower computational latency (as shown in
Fig. 9), the experimental result seen in Fig. 10(a) and Fig.
10(b) demonstrates that its estimation quality is much worse
than that of our scheme, since it only exploits user location and
ignores the real-time dynamics of the wireless environment.
By contrast, for all pilot-based channel estimation schemes,
the performance improves upon increasing the SNR, as higher
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Fig. 11. The impact of CSI acquisition period Tca on channel estimation
quality under the SNR = 10 dB. The numerical integration step K varies with
Tca.

SNR leads to reduced pilot contamination by channel noise.
However, in the high-SNR regime, their performance becomes
limited by the number of available pilots, rather than by pilot
quality. Although the diffusion model theoretically provides
a strong generative prior for channel estimation with limited
pilots, the strict latency constraint prevents sufficient iterative
refinement, leading to even worse performance than classical
LS and LASSO estimators.

C. Channel Estimation Performance versus CSI Acquisition
Period

Fig. 11(a) and Fig. 11(b) plot the NMSE and cosine
similarity versus the CSI acquisition time. In this experiment,
the SNR is fixed at 10 dB, and the CSI acquisition period
Tca varies from 1.25 ms to 2.5 ms, corresponding to the
number of numerical integration steps K increasing from 2 to
7 in our scheme. The results show that the proposed scheme
consistently outperforms all benchmark methods across the
considered range of CSI acquisition period. For the KNN-
based method, the inference time lies at the lower bound
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Fig. 12. The impact of SNR on achievable SE under the CSI acquisition
period Tca = 2.5 ms.

of the range considered (i.e., Tca = 1.25 ms), hence in-
creasing the CSI acquisition period does not contribute to
further performance gains. BY contrast, all pilot-based channel
estimation schemes benefit from longer CSI acquisition period,
since more pilots can be transmitted for reducing the channel
estimation error.

D. Achievable SE versus SNR and CSI Acquisition Period

In Fig. 12, we evaluate the impact of SNR on the achievable
SE for the hybrid beamforming task under different channel
acquisition schemes, including both pilot-based channel es-
timation and sensing-aided channel inference methods. The
channel acquisition period is set to Tca = 2.5 ms. As shown
in the figure, the proposed method consistently outperforms
all benchmark schemes across the SNR range considered.
Compared to conventional pilot-based channel estimation
schemes (LS, LASSO, and diffusion), the performance gain
arises from two factors: improved channel estimation accu-
racy and the ability to reuse the channel acquisition time
for data transmission, thereby enhancing the overall spectral
efficiency by reducing the pilot overhead through computation.
Moreover, the SE improvement over the KNN-based channel
inference scheme arises from more accurate channel inference
in dynamic environments enabled by sensing environmental
variations. While the multimodal sensing-aided beam selection
method can also adapt to environmental dynamics, our scheme
leverages the full CSI and thus yields more precise and stable
beamforming decisions, leading to further SE gains.

Fig. 13 illustrates the impact of the CSI acquisition period
Tca on the achievable SE, where the SNR is fixed at 10 dB. The
SE of the proposed scheme first increases and then shows a
slight degradation as Tca becomes larger. The initial improve-
ment comes from more accurate CSI enabled by increasing
the number of numerical integration steps K; however, once
the accuracy saturates at large Tca (see Fig. 11), the loss
caused by outdated CSI begins to dominate the performance,
while the improved CSI accuracy only provides marginal SE
gain. By contrast, the SE of the multimodal sensing-aided
beam selection scheme decreases almost linearly with Tca,
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Fig. 13. The impact of CSI acquisition period Tca on achievable SE under
the SNR = 10 dB. The numerical integration step K varies with Tca.

since longer acquisition periods cause a larger portion of the
data transmission to rely on outdated CSI. The achievable
SE of the KNN-based scheme remains constant for all Tca

values, as the beam selection does not change once the user’s
location is fixed. This can also be confirmed from (27). For
the pilot-based channel estimation schemes (LS, LASSO, and
diffusion), within the smaller Tca regime, the SE increases
with the improved channel estimation accuracy, but eventually
saturates, once the channel estimation is sufficiently accurate.

VI. Conclusions

A novel framework was conceived for environment-aware
channel inference that estimates the complete CSI directly
from multimodal sensing data without relying on pilot sig-
naling. By formulating the channel inference task as a cross-
modal flow matching problem, the proposed method bridges
the distributions of multimodal sensing inputs and channel
representations through a learned continuous flow. A stochastic
encoder and a neural velocity field were jointly optimized
using the conditional flow matching and modality alignment
losses to ensure tractable learning. The channel inference is
represented as an ODE integration process, where a second-
order numerical scheme enables real-time and model-free
CSI estimation. System-level evaluations verify that the pro-
posed framework consistently outperforms both pilot-based
and existing sensing-based baselines in estimation accuracy
and downstream beamforming tasks.

This work serves as an important step toward environment-
aware NG communications. As an extension of the current
study, it is important to further reduce the channel infer-
ence latency by employing a single-step numerical integra-
tion scheme in the proposed framework, while preserving
the CSI estimation quality. This improvement is particularly
critical in high-mobility networks (e.g., vehicular or high-
speed railway scenarios), where the channel coherence time
is significantly shorter. Another interesting direction is to
investigate environment-aware channel inference in real-world
scenarios, where the sensing modalities provide only a partial
environmental observation due to limited sensor resolution,



13

occlusions and calibration errors. Consequently, the same ob-
served modalities may correspond to multiple plausible propa-
gation conditions. This naturally motivates unlocking the prob-
abilistic generation capability of our framework to sample
diverse channel realizations consistent with the sensed data.
By explicitly capturing such uncertainty, the communication
system can design more robust strategies for downstream tasks
such as beamforming, link adaptation, and resource allocation.
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