
A General 3D Non-Stationary Massive MIMO
GBSM for 6G Communication Systems

Yi Zheng1,2, Long Yu1,2, Runruo Yang1,2, and Cheng-Xiang Wang1,2*

1National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, School of Information of Science and Engineering,
Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China.

2Purple Mountain Laboratories, Nanjing 211111, China.
*Corresponding Author: Cheng-Xiang Wang

Email: {zheng yi, yulong, yangrr, chxwang}@seu.edu.cn

Abstract—A general three-dimensional (3D) non-stationary
massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) geometry-based
stochastic model (GBSM) for the sixth generation (6G) communi-
cation systems is proposed in the paper. The novelty of the model
is that the model is designed to cover a variety of channel charac-
teristics, including space-time-frequency (STF) non-stationarity,
spherical wavefront, spatial consistency, channel hardening, etc.
Firstly, the introduction of the twin-cluster channel model is
given in detail. Secondly, the key statistical properties such as
space-time-frequency correlation function (STFCF), space cross-
correlation function (CCF), temporal autocorrelation function
(ACF), frequency correlation function (FCF), and performance
indicators, e.g., singular value spread (SVS), and channel ca-
pacity are derived. Finally, the simulation results are given and
consistent with some measurements in relevant literatures, which
validate that the proposed channel model has a certain value as
a reference to model massive MIMO channel characteristics.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, STF non-stationarity, GBSM,
channel hardening, channel capacity

I. INTRODUCTION

Compared with the fifth generation (5G) communication
systems, the 6G communication systems have attracted more
and more attention because of almost a thousand times trans-
mission rate and capacity [1], [2]. Massive MIMO technology
is an efficient way to increase capacity and spectral efficiency
for 6G communication systems, which refers to that the base
station (BS) is equipped with a large number of antennas up
to one hundred or even thousands of antennas. Besides, with
more and more antennas exploited at BS side, the channel
among different users become approximatively orthogonal,
which is called channel hardening phenomenon (or favorable
propagation conditions) [3], [4]. Therefore, the interference
among the users can be removed, which makes the 6G
communication systems inherently robust.

There are mainly three new characteristics for massive
MIMO channel: spherical wavefront, spatial non-stationarity,
and channel hardening phenomenon. Spherical wavefront
refers to that the distance between the transmitter (Tx) and
receiver (Rx) or cluster is less than the Rayleigh distance
2L2/λ, where L represents the antenna array size, λ denotes
the wavelength. Channel measurements showed that the angle
of departure (AoD) along the antenna array gradually shifts
[5] and line-of-sight (LOS) path azimuth angle shifts along the

array [6], which demonstrated the spherical wavefront. Birth-
death process along the array brings spatial non-stationarity.
The clusters appear and disappear along the array randomly,
which was verified by the fact that received power of LOS path
varies along the array [6]. In [7], theoretical analysis showed
that the correlation matrix at user side becomes a diagonal
matrix under favorable propagation conditions and channel
hardening phenomenon is obvious. The above characteristics
bring new requirements for massive MIMO channel modeling.

A general massive MIMO channel model for 6G communi-
cation systems should be at least suitable for millimeter wave
communications, vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communications,
3D communication environments, and high-speed train (HST)
communications. In [8], a two-dimensional (2D) parabolic
wavefront model was proposed, and a 3D parabolic wavefront
model was further developed [9]. However, the model only
considered the movements of the Rx and clusters, so it was not
applicable to V2V scenario. Similarly, a twin-cluster channel
model in [10] did not consider the movement of the Tx. A
general 3D non-stationary 5G channel model and a general 3D
non-stationary channel model for 5G and beyond were given
in [11] and [12], respectively. The two models only considered
the cluster evolution in space domain and time domain,
which was not suitable for millimeter wave communication
systems needing to consider cluster evolution in frequency
domain. References [13] and [14] demonstrated a multi-ring
channel model and a multi-confocal ellipse channel model,
respectively. Both of them were 2D channel models without
considering elevation characteristic. Reference [15] proposed
a 3D ellipsoid model, which did not consider the movement of
the Tx and cluster. Reference [16] proposed a millimeter wave
massive MIMO channel for HST communications without
considering spatial consistency and V2V communications. The
above mentioned channel models do not consider all the
requirements for 6G massive MIMO channel modeling.

To the best of our knowledge, the general 3D massive
MIMO GBSM considering STF cluster evolution, spherical
wavefront, spatial consistency, and channel hardening for 6G
communication systems is still missing in the literature. This
paper presents a general 3D massive MIMO GBSM based on
the model in [12] so as to fill the above research gaps. The



contributions of the paper are summarized as follows. Firstly,
the proposed channel model is suitable for millimeter wave
communications, V2V communications, 3D communication
environments, and HST communications by adjusting channel
parameters. Secondly, the cluster evolution is further extended
from space and time domain in [12] to STF domain. Thirdly,
the large scale parameters (LSPs) and small scale parameters
(SSPs) are generated according to the positions of Tx and
Rx using the sum-of-sinusoids (SoS) method, which makes
the model inherently spatially consistent. Finally, the STF
non-stationarity, spatial consistency, and channel hardening
characteristics are verified by simulation results.

The remaining paper is structured as follows. Section II de-
scribes the proposed general massive MIMO GBSM in detail.
In Section III, statistical properties and performance indicators
of the presented model are derived. Simulation results and
analysis are given in Section IV. Finally, conclusions are drawn
in Section V.

II. A GENERAL MASSIVE MIMO GBSM

As illustrated in Fig. 1, large uniform rectangular arrays
(URAs) are adopted at the BS and mobile station (MS)
sides in this model. Suppose that the BS is Tx and the MS
is Rx. The URA at BS (MS) side is formed by uniform
linear arrays (ULAs) in two dimensions. There are MT (MR)
antenna elements symboled as ATp (p = 1, 2, · · · ,MT ) ( ARq
(q = 1, 2, · · · ,MR)) and spaced at a distance δT (δR) in
one dimension. In another dimension, there are NT (NR)
antenna elements symboled as ATu (u = 1, 2, · · · , NT ) (ARv
(v = 1, 2, · · · , NR)) spaced at a distance δT (δR). In the MT

(MR) antenna elements dimension, the angle of elevation is βTE
(βRE ) and the angle of azimuth is βTA (βRA ). In order to calculate
conveniently, we consider the MT (MR) antenna elements
as a ULA. All the ULAs in the NT (NR) antenna elements
dimension can be added to form the whole URA. Multi-bounce
propagation is simplified as twin-cluster propagation. The path
between the first bounce cluster CAn and the last bounce cluster
CZn is abstracted by a virtual link. The total number of paths
from ATp to ARq at time t is Nqp(t). The number of scatterers
in the nth path is Mn(t). The Tx, Rx, and clusters can
move with arbitrary velocities and trajectories. Furthermore,
all the parameters are time-variant. For clarity, the remaining
definitions of the parameters are shown in Table I.

A. Channel Impulse Response (CIR)

The complete channel matrix is comprised of large scale
fading (LSF) part and small scale fading (SSF) part. The LSF
consists of path loss (PL), shadowing (SH), blockage loss
(BL), and gas absorption loss (AL). The theoretical channel
matrix is presented as

H = [PL · SH ·BL ·AL]
1/2 Hs (1)

where Hs is the SSF matrix and can be further represented as

Hs = [hqp(t, τ)]MRNR×MTNT
(2)

where hqp(t, τ) can be acquired by the summation of LOS
component and non-line-of-sight (NLOS) components.

hqp(t, τ) =

√
KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1
hLqp(t, τ)+

√
1

KRF (t) + 1
hNqp(t, τ)

(3)
where KRF (t) is Rician factor, hLqp(t, τ) is LOS component
and hNqp(t, τ) NLOS components. LOS component can be
represented as

hLqp(t, τ) =

[
Fq,Vp

(φRE,LOS(t), φRA,LOS(t))

Fq,Hp
(φRE,LOS(t), φRA,LOS(t))

]T

·

[
ejθ

VpVp
LOS 0

0 −ejθ
HpHp
LOS

][
Fp,Vp(φTE,LOS(t), φTA,LOS(t))

Fp,Hp
(φTE,LOS(t), φTA,LOS(t))

]
· ej2πfcτ

LOS
qp (t)δ(τ − τLOSqp (t)).

(4)

NLOS components can be represented as

hNqp(t, τ) =

Nqp(t)∑
n=1

Mn(t)∑
m=1

[
Fq,Vp

(φRE,mn
(t), φRA,mn

(t))

Fq,Hp
(φRE,mn

(t), φRA,mn
(t))

]T

·

 ejθ
VpVp
mn

√
κ−1mn(t)ejθ

VpHp
mn√

κ−1mn(t)ejθ
HpVp
mn ejθ

HpHp
mn


·

[
Fp,Vp

(φTE,mn
(t), φTA,mn

(t))

Fp,Hp(φTE,mn
(t), φTA,mn

(t))

]√
Pqp,mn

(t)ej2πfcτqp,mn (t)

· δ(τ − τqp,mn(t))
(5)

where (·)T denotes the transpose operation. FT (R)
p(q),Vp

(·) and

F
T (R)
p(q),Hp

(·) represent the vertical polarization and horizontal
polarization at Tx (Rx) side, respectively. κmn

denotes the
cross polarization ratio.
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Fig. 1. A general 3D massive MIMO GBSM for 6G communication systems.



TABLE I
DEFINITION OF KEY CHANNEL MODEL PARAMETERS.

Parameters Definition
fc Carrier frequency

D Distance from AT
1 to AR

1 at initial time

d
T (R)
mn Distance from A

T (R)
1 to the mth scatterer in CA(Z)

n at initial time

d
T (R)
p(q),mn

(t) Distance from A
T (R)
p(q)

to the mth sactterer in CA(Z)
n at time t

dqp,mn (t) Distance from AT
p through the mth scatterer in CA

n and the mth scatterer in CZ
n to AR

q at time t

τqp,mn (t) Delay from AT
p through the mth scatterer in CA

n and the mth scatterer in CZ
n to AR

q at time t

vT (t), vR(t), vAn (t), vZn (t) Speeds of the Tx, Rx, cluster CA
n , and cluster CZ

n at time t

αT
A(t), αR

A(t), αAn
A (t),αZn

A (t) Azimuth angles of movements of the Tx, Rx, cluster CA
n , and cluster CZ

n at time t

αT
E(t), αR

E(t), αAn
E (t),αZn

E (t) Elevation angles of movements of the Tx, Rx, cluster CA
n , and cluster CZ

n at time t

φTA,LOS , φTE,LOS Azimuth angle of departure (AAoD) and elevation angle of departure (EAoD) from AT
1 to AR

1 at initial time

φRA,LOS , φRE,LOS Azimuth angle of arrival (AAoA) and elevation angle of arrival (EAoA) from AR
1 to AT

1 at initial time

φ
T (R)
A,mn

, φT (R)
E,mn

AAoD (AAoA) and EAoD (EAoA) from A
T (R)
1 to the mth scatterer in CA(Z)

n at initial time

Pqp,mn (t) Power of the ray from AT
p through the mth scatterer in CA

n and the mth scatterer in CZ
n to AR

q at time t

B. Channel Transfer Function (CTF)

Take the Fourier transform of the CIR, we will get the CTF
as

Hqp(t, f) =

√
KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1
HL
qp(t, f)

+

√
1

KRF (t) + 1
HN
qp(t, f). (6)

where HL
qp(t, f) is LOS component and HN

qp(t, f) NLOS
components.

C. STF Cluster Evolution

The proposed channel has the characteristic of STF non-
stationarity. Clusters may appear and disappear in STF do-
main. The space-time evolution is modeled jointly. For initial
moment ti and antenna element ATp (ARq ), the cluster is
represented as CTp (ti) (CRq (ti)). At the next moment ti +4t,
the cluster evolves into CTp+1(ti +4t) (CRq+1(ti +4t)). The
space-time evolution process can be modeled as

CTp (ti)
E−→ CTp+1(ti +4t) (p = 1, 2, · · · ,MT − 1) (7)

CRq (ti)
E−→ CRq+1(ti +4t) (q = 1, 2, · · · ,MR − 1). (8)

By defining λG and λR as the generation rate and recom-
bination rate of the cluster, the survival probabilities of the
clusters at Tx and Rx sides can be represented as

PTsurvival(4t, δp) = e−λR[(εT1 )2+(εT2 )2+2εT1 ε
T
2 cos(αT

A−β
T
A)]

1/2

(9)

PRsurvival(4t, δq) = e−λR[(εR1 )2+(εR2 )2+2εR1 ε
R
2 cos(αR

A−β
R
A)]

1/2

(10)

where εT1 =
δpcosβ

T
E

DA
c

, δp = (p − 1)δT , (εR1 =
δqcosβ

R
E

DA
c

, δq =

(q−1)δR), and εT2 = vT4t
DS

c
(εR2 = vR4t

DS
c

) represent the distance
differences caused by array evolution and time evolution,

respectively. DA
c and DS

c are scenario-dependent coefficients
in space domain and time domain, respectively. Combined
with frequency evolution, the total survival probability is
represented as

Psurvival(4t, δp, δq,4f) = PTsurvival(4t, δp) · PRsurvival(4t, δq)
· Psurvival(4f)

(11)

where Psurvival(4f) can be further represented as [16]

Psurvival(4f) = e
−λR

F (4f)

D
f
c (12)

where F (4f) and Df
c are determined by channel measure-

ments. Furthermore, the number of the clusters which are
newly generated by STF evolution can be represented as

E [Nnew] =
λG
λR

(1− Psurvival(4t, δp, δq,4f)). (13)

III. STATISTICAL PROPERTIES AND PERFORMANCE
INDICATOR

In this section, statistical properties and performance indi-
cators of the proposed 3D massive MIMO GBSM are derived.

A. The STFCF
According to (6), we can get Hqp(t, f) and

H∗q′p′(t + 4t, f + 4f), then the STFCF can be
defined as (16) at the bottom of the page, where E [·]
defines expectation operation, and (·)∗ defines the
conjugation operation. RLqp,q′p′(t, f ;4t,4f, δT , δR) and
RNqp,q′p′(t, f ;4t,4f, δT , δR) represent the STFCF of LOS
component and NLOS components, respectively.

B. The Space CCF
In terms of (3), we can get hqp(t) and h∗q′p′(t) easily. The

space CCF can be denoted as

ρqp,q′p′(t; δT , δR) = E
[
hqp(t)h

∗
q′p′(t)

]
=

KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1

· ρLqp,q′p′(t; δT , δR) +
1

KRF (t) + 1
· ρNqp,q′p′(t; δT , δR).

(15)



C. The Temporal ACF

According to (3), we can get hqp(t) and h∗qp(t+4t). The
temporal ACF can be denoted as

rqp,qp(t;4t) = E
[
hqp(t)h

∗
qp(t+4t)

]
=√

KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1
· KRF (t+4t)
KRF (t+4t) + 1

rLqp,qp(t;4t)+√
1

KRF (t) + 1
· 1

KRF (t+4t) + 1
rNqp,qp(t;4t).

(16)

D. The FCF

In terms of (6), we can get Hqp(t, f) and H∗qp(t, f +4f).
The FCF can be denoted as
κqp,qp(t, f ;4f) = E

[
Hqp(t, f)H∗qp(t, f +4f)

]
=

KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1
κLqp,qp(t, f ;4f) +

1

KRF (t) + 1
κNqp,qp(t, f ;4f).

(17)

E. The SVS

The channel matrix can be represented as singular value
decomposition

H = UΣV (18)

where U and V are used to represent unitary matrixes, Σ is
used to represent K × M diagonal matrix. K and M denote
the number of users and Tx antenna elements, respectively.
Furthermore, the SVS can be calculated as

κsvs =
max
k

σk

min
k
σk

(19)

where σk (k=1, 2, · · · , K) are the singular values, and κsvs is
SVS.

F. Channel Capacity

Channel capacity is the maximum rate in channel where
the bit error rate tends to zero. There are MT and MR

antennas at Tx and Rx sides, respectively, and the Tx does
not know the channel state information. If we choose signal
covariance matrix as identity matrix IMT

, which means the
signals are independent and equi-powered at the transmit
antennas, channel capacity can be represented as [17]

C = log2

[
det(IMR

+
ρ

MT
HHH)

]
(20)

where det [·] defines the determinant, (·)H defines the conju-
gate transpose operation, IMR

defines the identity matrix of
size MR, and ρ defines the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

The statistical properties and performance indicators of the
model are simulated and analyzed in this section. LSPs with
spatial consistency are generated through the SoS method. As
shown in Fig. 2, it is the LSP of delay spread in an area of 300
m × 300 m and its parameters are set to 300 sine waves with
the ACF modeled as a compound function of Gaussian and
exponential decay. It can be seen obviously that the continuous
spatial variation of delay spread factor is realized.

A. The Temporal ACF

Fig. 3 illustrates the temporal ACF. Fig. 3 (a) represents the
ACF changing with different velocities at Rx side. When the
velocity at Rx side becomes larger, the coherence time will
become shorter. The coherence time refers to the time differ-
ence when the ACF equals to a given threshold, which can
be determined by system requirements. Fig. 3 (b) represents
the ACF changing with different carrier frequencies. When
the carrier frequency becomes larger, the coherence time will
become shorter. The reasons for above phenomenon is that the
larger velocity and carrier frequency lead to larger Doppler
shift. Larger Doppler shift makes the channel more fluctuant
and uncorrelated.

B. The Space CCF

Fig. 4 illustrates the space CCF. The measurement was
conducted in a campus environment at 2.6 GHz carrier fre-
quency with 128 antenna elements ULA at BS side [18]. The
simulation result is consistent with the measurement, which
validated the presented model.

C. The FCF

The FCF is shown in Fig. 5. The channel with different clus-
ter azimuth spread values 3, 5, and 7 has different coherence
bandwidths 680 MHz, 475 MHz, and 260 MHz, respectively.
What should be noted that is the coherence bandwidth refers
to the frequency separation when the FCF equals to 0.5. The
above phenomenon indicates that the larger cluster azimuth
spreads will reduce the correlation of the channel.

D. STF Cluster Evolution

Cluster evolutions in STF domain are shown in Fig. 6 (a),
Fig. 6 (b), and Fig. 6 (c). Different antennas at the same
time instant and frequency, or the same antenna at different
time instants and frequencies will see different clusters, which
indicates the channel is non-stationary in STF domain.

Rqp,q′p′(t, f ;4t,4f, δT , δR) = E
[
Hqp(t, f)H∗q′p′(t+4t, f +4f)

]
=

√
KRF (t)

KRF (t) + 1
· KRF (t+4t)
KRF (t+4t) + 1

·RLqp,q′p′(t, f ;4t,4f, δT , δR) +

√
1

KRF (t) + 1
· 1

KRF (t+4t) + 1
RNqp,q′p′(t, f ;4t,4f, δT , δR)

(14)



Fig. 2. Delay spread with spatial consistency in a 2D area.

E. The SVS

Fig. 7 illustrates the cumulative distribution functions
(CDFs) of SVSs of simulation results and measurement in
[19]. The channel measurement was performed in indoor
scenario at 1.4725 GHz with a virtual 128-element ULA. The
simulation results agree with the measurement data. When MT

gradually increases to 128, the SVS gradually decreases to
below 1 dB. The above phenomenon manifests that the channel
becomes more and more stable, and the channel vectors among
users become approximately orthogonal.

F. Channel Capacity

The uplink sum-rates in the measured channels and the
presented model are compared in Fig. 8 [20]. The simulation
results are consistent with the measurement data. With the
number of antennas increasing at BS side, the uplink sum-
rates also increase within a certain SNR range.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The paper has proposed a general 3D massive MIMO
GBSM for 6G communication systems. The presented model
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can support arbitrary velocities and trajectories at both Tx side
and Rx side, which are equipped with URAs. Meanwhile, it
has studied cluster evolution in STF domain to support STF
non-stationary communication scenario. In addition, the spatial
consistency of LSPs generation has been proved by using the
method of parameter generation with spatial consistency. The
simulations about temporal ACF, space CCF, FCF, SVS, and
channel capacity are conducted. Analytical, simulation results,
and measurements have also been compared to verify the
validity of the channel model. The novel GBSM proposed in
this paper will play a significant part in the development of
6G communication systems.
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