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Abstract—Terahertz (THz) communication is considered one
of the most critical technologies for 6G because of its abun-
dant bandwidth. To compensate the high propagation of THz,
analog/digital hybrid precoding for THz massive multiple input
multiple output (MIMO) is proposed to focus signals and extend
communication range. Notably, considering hardware cost and
power consumption, infinite and high-resolution phase shifters
(PSs) are difficult to implement in THz massive MIMO and low-
resolution PSs are typically adopted in practice. However, low-
resolution PSs cause severe performance degradation. Moreover,
the beam squint in wideband THz massive MIMO increases the
performance degradation because of the frequency independence
of the analog PSs. Motivated by the above factors, in this paper,
we firstly propose a heuristic algorithm under fully connected
(FC) structure, which optimize the digital precoder and the ana-
log precoder alternately. Then we migrate the proposed heuristic
algorithm to the partially-connected (PC) architecture. To further
improve the performance, we extend our design to dynamic
subarrays in which each RF chain is connected to any antenna
that does not duplicate. The numerical results demonstrate that
our proposed wideband hybrid precoding with low-resolution
PSs achieves better performance to the comparisons for both FC
structure and PC structure.

Index Terms—Hybrid precoding, low-resolution, THz commu-
nication, wideband, beam squint.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the fast development of emerging applications,
such as internet of vehicles, virtual reality, digital

twins, and holographic imaging, the demands of communica-
tion rates will increase from Gbps to Tbps in future 6G. How-
ever, with the limited bandwidth, 5G mmWave communication
cannot meet the rising requirements [1]–[3]. The terahertz
band (100GHz∼1THz) can provide abundant and continuous
bandwidth from tens and up to hundreds of GHz, which can be
considered one of the crucial techniques for ultra-high-speed
communication in future 6G [4], [5]. The most critical issue
restricting the application of THz in 6G is the high free-space
loss and atmospheric absorption loss of electromagnetic waves
in the THz band, which significantly shortens the propagation
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distance [6]. To address this challenge, massive MIMO is
employed to achieve a highly directional beam to compensate
for the high path loss [7].

With very small wavelength, the THz massive MIMO allows
large antennas integrated into the transmitter, i.e., contain-
ing 256, 512, or even 1024 antennas at the transmitter [8].
Therefore, conventional fully digital precoding that each RF
chain is connected only to one antenna is not suitable for
THz massive multiple input multiple output (MIMO) due to
the high cost and power consumption caused by RF chains
[9]. To address this hardware challenge, hybrid analog/digital
precoding has been proposed as a promising solution for THz
massive MIMO, which significantly reduces the number of RF
chains while simultaneously supporting multiplexing/multi-
user scenarios [10].

A. Prior Work

Abstracted by the advantages of hybrid precoding, extensive
work has been conducted on the architecture and optimization
algorithms of hybrid precoding in the last few years. Some
optimization methods, such as those based on orthogonal
match pursuit (OMP), manifold optimization, alternating min-
imization, and singular value decomposition (SVD), have been
proposed and applied to hybrid precoding in fully connected
(FC) structures or partially connected (PC) structure [11]–[15].
However, these schemes are based on high/infinite resolution.
In wideband THz communication systems, the power con-
sumption of PSs increases sharply with increasing resolution
[16]. Moreover, the PSs with high/infinite resolution are ex-
tremely difficult to manufacture in high-frequency band [17].
Obviously, it is impractical to utilize high/infinite resolution
PSs in mmWave/THz massive MIMO. Therefore, it is crucial
to develop signal processing techniques adapted for low-
resolution phase shifters in THz massive MIMO to mitigate
performance degradation caused by the low-resolution PSs.

Some researches have already been conducted on hybrid
precoding with low-resolution PSs [18]–[23]. A straightfor-
ward method to obtain the analog precoding matrix with low-
resolution PSs is directly quantizing the phase of each element
in the analog precoding matrix derived from the infinite-
resolution hybrid precoding schemes. However, this approach
will introduce significant errors, especially for methods based
on OMP and SVD because the orthogonality is compromised
after quantization. Another effective approach is to iteratively
optimize the phase of each PS to progressively approximate
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the optimal spectral efficiency [21]. To simplify the iteration
process, the optimization objective in [22], [23] is transformed
from the optimization of spectral efficiency into the opti-
mization of the Euclidean distance between the fully digital
precoding matrix and the hybrid precoding matrix. However,
the schemes in the papers mentioned above are based on
the assumption of a narrowband system, without considering
MIMO systems with orthogonal frequency division multiplex-
ing modulation (OFDM) which is suitable for wideband.

As for MIMO-OFDM systems, some works have been
further researched based on the aforementioned foundation
and proposed various hybrid precoding schemes for MIMO-
OFDM systems. In [24], the authors propose to approach fully
digital precoding by optimizing the upper performance bound.
However, it is difficult to apply in THz wideband systems
due to significant channel frequency selectivity. A hybrid
precoding scheme based on tensor decomposition is also pro-
posed in [25], which maximizes the sum of effective baseband
gains over all subcarriers as well as suppresses the inter-
user and intra-user interferences. [26] proposes a dynamic
hybrid precoding scheme that dynamically connects each RF
chain to a non-overlapping antenna subarray via a switch
network and PSs to migrate the performance degradation due
to low-resolution PSs. Considering the hardware cost caused
by PSs, [27] and [28] propose new architectures that utilize
a small number of fixed PSs instead of a large number of
traditional PSs to reduce hardware costs. However, it’s almost
impossible to achieve the THz massive MIMO with fixed
PSs currently. Moreover, these schemes also have limitations
in THz wideband systems with strong frequency-selective
channels. Because all schemes use an iterative optimization
approach by minimizing the Euclidean distance. However, this
method is only an approximation under high effective signal-
to-noise ratios and results in significant errors under strong
frequency-selective channels and low signal-to-noise ratios.
Therefore, hybrid precoding with low-resolution PSs under
wideband frequency-selective channels remains challenging.

Another challenging task is to compensate for beam squint
in THz massive MIMO. Beam squint is an unavoidable prob-
lem in THz massive MIMO, which is caused by the frequency-
independent characteristics of PSs. There exists many litera-
tures aiming to beam squint issue [7], [9], [26], [29]–[31]. [9]
proposes to construct a common channel matrix for wideband
hybrid precoding by projecting all subcarriers onto the center
frequency. Inspired by the radar beam squint, [7] proposes to
utilize time-delay lines to enhance the frequency dependence
of the analog precoded matrix. [29] proposes a iternative min-
imization method to mitigate the beam squint in a wideband
system. Those schemes contribute to the beam squint problem,
but do not consider the performance degradation caused by
low-resolution PSs. [30] leverages the penalty decomposition
method to improve the performance of hybrid precoding with
low-resolution PSs in mmWave wideband systems. However,
the performance is limited under the large bandwidth of THz.
Though [26] considers the beam squint caused wideband
mmWave systems, the performance of the hybrid precoding
scheme can be further improved in THz systems with strong
frequency-selective channels and greater bandwidth.

B. Contributions

Against the questions, this paper directs its focus towards
hybrid precoding with low-resolution PSs which considers the
impact of beam squint and strong frequency-selective chan-
nels. We first transform the optimization objective by partially
decoupling the digital precoding and the analog precoding.
Based on the transformation, we propose several heuristic
algorithms for FC and PC structures by developing an iterative
block coordinate descent method. The main contributions of
this paper can be summarized as follows.

• We first analyze the impact of beam squint in mas-
sive MIMO systems with low-resolution PSs. As well
known, the low-resolution PSs will cause the beamwidth
broadening. The wide beam will ease the beam squint
problem. Therefore, whether the beam squint issue is
serious under the influence of low-resolution PSs needs
further verification. Motivated by this, we utilize the
existing algorithm that aims at hybrid precoding with
low-resolution PSs to simulate the array gain in different
directions in this paper. We observe that the beam squint
is still obvious even when the beamwidth is broadened,
which suggests that our research on hybrid precoding
under the combined influence of broadband and low-
resolution PSs is valuable.

• We propose an alternating optimization algorithm in FC
structures for THz wideband systems. Specifically, we
first simplify the optimization objective. Unlike previous
work, we believe that digital precoding and analog pre-
coding are coupled, and completely decoupling digital
and analog precoding into two separate optimization
stages makes it difficult to achieve an optimal solution.
Therefore, in this paper, we partially decouple analog
precoding and digital precoding. Then we design an
iterative block coordinate descent method to take turns
optimizing the analog precoding and digital precoding.
In the update part in analog precoding, we isolate the
contribution of each element in the analog precoding
matrix to spectral efficiency, which takes the impact of
digital precoding into consideration. Based on this, we
derive the approximate optimal solution for each PS.
In this process, the frequency-selective channel effects
are fully considered, which is more suitable for THz
wideband systems.

• We propose two alternating optimization algorithms in
PC structures for THz wideband systems. We consider
alternating optimization schemes under two kinds of PC
structures—PC structures with fixed subarrays and PC
structures with dynamic subarrays. As for PC structures
with fixed subarrays, we port the algorithm proposed in
the FC structure to the PC structure with fixed subarrays
and give the corresponding initialization scheme. With
fewer PSs in the PC structure with fixed subarrays,
the complexity of the alternating optimization algorithm
is reduced. For PC structures with dynamic subarrays,
we propose a row-by-row decomposition of the analog
precoding matrix which also considers the influence of
digital precoding. Then we match each antenna to the
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optimal RF chain and iterate to obtain the optimal phase.
• We evaluate the performance of the proposed alternat-

ing optimization algorithms under different structures.
Specifically, we validate the proposed algorithms in sim-
ulation for FC structures and PC structures separately.
The simulation results demonstrate that our proposed
wideband hybrid precoding with low-resolution PSs
under strong frequency-selective channels in different
structures has significant advantages in spectral effi-
ciency. In addition, the benefits of our proposed schemes
are further increased under large bandwidth.

Organization: The remainder of this paper is organized as
follows. In Section II, we introduce the system model and
channel model, followed by the problem formulation. Then we
propose three different alternating optimization algorithms to
solve the low-resolution PSs wideband hybrid precoding under
strong frequency-selective channels for the three different
connection structures in Section III and IV. The simulation
results are shown in Section IV. Finally, we conclude our paper
in Section VI.

Notations: In this paper, bold lowercase and bold uppercase
letters represent vectors and matrices, respectively. C denotes
the set of complex numbers. min{A,B} denotes the minimum
between A and B. ∥ · ∥0 is the 0-norm of the vector. ∥ · ∥F
denotes the Frobenius norm of the matrix. | · | represents the
value of the determinant. angle(·) is the operation of com-
puting element phase. IN denotes an N-dimensional identity
matrix. (·)H demotes the conjugate transposition of the matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND CHANNEL MODEL

In this section, we will introduce the system model, the
wideband THz channel model, and the problem formulation.

A. System Model

In this paper, we consider a wideband THz MIMO-OFDM
system, which works at fc center frequency with K subcarriers
and bandwidth B. Uniform Linear Array (ULA) are deployed
at both the transmitter and the receiver. The transmitter is
equipped with Nt antennas and N t

RF RF chains. There are
Nr antennas and N t

RF RF chains in the receiver. The signal
is transmitted through Ns data streams. Considering the hybrid
structure, the number of antennas is much larger than the num-
ber of RF chains, which satisfies N t

RF ≪ Nt and Nr
RF ≪ Nr.

Limited by the number of RF chains, the number of Ns data
streams are constrained as Ns < min{N t

RF , N
r
RF }.

We consider resolving the performance degradation caused
by low-resolution PSs and beam squint under three different
hybrid structures—FC structure, PC structure and PC structure
with dynamic-subarray, shown in Fig. 1. Each of the three
structures has its own advantages. In FC structures, each
RF chain connects all antennas, which performs the best
among them but requires a large number of PSs and complex
connections, shown in Fig. 1(a). PC structures reduce the
need for the number of PSs, in which each RF chain is
connected only to a subset of the antenna array [32]. Dynamic
subarray is a compromise between the FC and PC structures,
in which the antennas are adaptively partitioned into several

subarrays through switch network and each RF chain maps
to one of them [33], as illustrated in Fig. 1(c). The dynamic-
subarray increases the degree of freedom of PC structures,
with performance closer to FC structures.

(a) Fully connected (b) Partially connected

(c) Partially-connected Structure with
Dynamic Subarray

Fig. 1. Three different analog parts of the structure of THz hybrid precoding:
each RF chain is connected to all antennas in (a); each RF chain is connected
to fixed subarray in (b); each RF chain is connected to dynamic subarray.
Notably, in the green box in (c), the nodes have restrictions: each node can
connect to any RF chain, with no more than one RF chain at one time.

Although the three structures differ in the analog part, the
baseband digital precoding is the same. The Ns data streams
signals are first processed by the baseband digital precoder
FBB [k ] ∈ CN t

RF×Ns , where k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K} is the index
of the subcarriers. Following the K-dim IFFT and adding CP,
the signals are up-convert to RF domain. The following will
detail the differences in the system model in the analog part.

1) Analog Precoder for FC Structures: In the FC structure,
the processed RF signals are transmitted to the PS network
and precoded by the analog precoder FRF ∈ CNt×N t

RF . Dif-
ferent from the baseband digital precoder, FRF is frequency-
flat, which means FRF provides the same phase shift for
all subcarriers. In addition, the constant modulus (CM) is
imposed to each PS according to [FRF ]i,j = 1√

Nt
ejϑi,j , in

which the phase ϑi,j is quantized as ϑi,j ∈ B ≜ { 2πi
2b

|i =
0, 1, 2, · · · , 2b− 1}. Notably, there are N tN t

RF PSs in the FC
structure, so FRF has no zero element.

2) Analog Precoder for PC Structures: As mentioned
above, in the PC structure, each RF chain only connects a sub-
set of the antenna array with the size of Nt

Nt
RF

. The subarray is
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fixed, and the antennas in the subarray are adjacent. Therefore,
the analog precoding matrix satisfies a block diagonal format,
which can be formulated as,

FRF =


v1 0 · · · 0
0 v2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · vN t

RF

 . (1)

vi ∈ C
Nt

Nt
RF

×1
is the analog precoding matrix of the ith RF

chain. In the PC structure, the CM is also imposed to each
element in vi according to [vi ]j = 1√

Nt
ejϑj , in which the

phase ϑj is quantized as ϑj ∈ B ≜ { 2πi
2b

|i = 1, 2, · · · , 2b}.
Obviously, the number of PSs in the partially-connected struc-
ture is much less than the number of PSs in the FC structures,
with only Nt.

3) Analog Precoder for Partially-Connected Structures
With Dynamic Subarray: Although the PC structure is energy-
efficient compared with the FC structure, it results the severe
performance degradation. To compensate the loss, dynamic
subarray is introduced in our work. In the PC structure with
dynamic subarray, each antenna can select any RF chain to
connect with through the switch network (SW). It’s feasible
to utilize the switch to control the access of antenna because
of the low insertion loss (only about 1dB) and high switching
speed [34]. It should be noticed that the sets of antennas
connected to different RF chains have no intersection, which
ensure that the number of PSs is Nt. As before, we define
the analog matrix FRF ∈ CNt×N t

RF . The dynamic subarray
improves the flexibility between the antennas and the RF
chain. Therefore, the analog precoding matrix is no longer
limited to the form of a diagonal matrix. Its more relaxed
constraints can be represented as the ith row of FRF satisfying
∥[FRF]i,*∥0 ≤ 1, which means only one non-zero element
exists in each row. The constant modulus (CM) and low
resolution is also imposed to the non-zero element.

B. Channel Model
Processed by the baseband digital precoder and the analog

precoder, the transmitted signal on the kth subcarrier x[k] can
be expressed as,

x[k] = FRFFBB[k]s[k ], (2)

where s[k] is the original signal conveyed by the kth sub-
carrier with the size of Ns × 1. The original signal satisfies
E[s[k ]] = 0 and E[s[k ]sH [k ]] = INs

. The total power of
analog precoder and digital precoder is normalized according
to ∥FRFFBB[k]∥2F = NsPt, where Pt is the transmission
power of each data stream. We assumed the transmission
power is equally sharing for all subcarriers.

Before received, the signal x[k] is transmitted over a
broadband frequency-selective channel H[k ],k = 1, 2, · · · ,K.
Considering the sparsity of the THz channel, the THz channel
at kth subcarrier can be formulated as,

H[k] = γ

Ncl∑
m=1

Nray∑
n=1

gm,n,kβm,n,kar
(
ϕr
m,n,k

)
aHt
(
φt
m,n,k

)
,

(3)

where γ =
√

NtNr

NclNray
is the normalization factor. Consid-

ering the frequency-selective channel, we consider the gain
of subcarriers is different. So gm,n,k is the path gain of the
kth subcarrier of the nth ray in the mth cluster. βm,n,k =
e−j2πτm,nfk is the delay component, in which τm,n represents
the time delay of the mth ray in the nth cluster. We consider
a uniform linear array (ULA) at both the transmitter and the
receiver. Therefor, the array response vector ar

(
ϕr
m,n,k

)
and

at

(
φt
m,n,k

)
can be formulated as,

ar (ϕ
r
m,n,k) =

1√
Nr

[
1, ejπϕ

r
m,n,k , · · · , ej(Nr−1)πϕr

m,n,k

]
,

(4)

at(φ
t
m,n,k) =

1√
Nt

[
1, ejπφ

t
m,n,k , · · · , ej(Nt−1)πφt

m,n,k

]
,

(5)

where ϕm,n,k is the normalized angle of departure (AoA) of
the nth ray in the mth cluster and φm,n,k is the normalized
angle of arrival (AoD) of the nth ray in the mth cluster, which
can be formulated as,

ϕt
m,n,k =

fk
fc

sinθm,n, (6)

φt
m,n,k =

fk
fc

sinϑm,n. (7)

θm,n and ϑm,n represents the actual angle of departure and
the actual angle of arrival respectively. fk is the frequency
at the kth subcarrier which can be formulated as fk =
fc − B

2 + B
K (k − 1

2 ). (6) and (7) are derived based on the
distance d = c

2fc
between adjacent antennas, where c is the

speed of light. It’s obvious that the normalized AoA and AoD
are frequency-dependent. However, the analog precoder is
frequency-independent. This is the main cause of beam squint.
The impact of beam squint on wideband hybrid precoding with
low-resolution will be discussed in Section III.

C. Problem Formulation

The purpose of hybrid precoding is to maximize the over-
all spectral efficiency of the wideband THz communication
system under a power spectral density constraint for each
subcarrier [35]. In this paper, what we mainly focus on is
the hybrid precoding at the transmitter. So we assume that
the hybrid precoding at the receiver is optimal. Moreover,
we assume that the perfect CSI is available at the BS.
Therefore, the optimization objective can be expressed by the
sum achievable rate as,

Ravg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (| INr
+

Pt

σ2
n

(H[k]FRFFBB[k]

×FH
BB[k]F

H
RFH

H [k]
)
|
)
,

(8)

where σ2
n denotes the noise power of each subcarrier. There

are some differences in constraints due to different structural
constraints. The different constraints will be given separately
in the Section III and Section IV.
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III. HYBRID PRECODING WITH LOW-RESOLUTION PSS
FOR FULLY CONNECTED STRUCTURES

In this section, we first analyze the impact of the beam
squint on wideband hybrid precoding with low-resolution PSs,
which shows that the beam squint is still severe with low-
resolution. To maximize the spectral efficiency over frequency
selective channels, a heuristic algorithm is proposed in this
section, which optimizes the analog precoder and digital
precoder alternately. The weight between different subcarriers
is fully considered in the proposed scheme, which makes the
sum of all subcarriers approximate to the optimum.

A. Beam Squint With Low-resolution PSs

As well known, the PSs in hybrid precoding structure are
frequency flat, which means the phase shifting is indepen-
dent of frequency. However, in the wideband THz MIMO-
OFDM system, the channel is frequency-dependent according
to (6)(7). This contradiction leads to beams of different fre-
quencies pointing in different directions. This contradiction
leads to beams of different frequencies pointing in different
directions, which is called beam squint. The prior analysis
of beam squint is always based on the infinite-resolution or
high-resolution PSs. In this part, the analysis of the effect of
beam squint is with low-resolution PSs. Because of the discrete
phase, analog precoding vector obtained through SVD has
significant errors and hardly conducts a qualitative analysis.
Therefore, we adopt an iterative process to calculate the analog
precoding vector and conduct a quantitative analysis [21]. The
iterative process is given in Algorithm 1. Fig. 2 shows an

Algorithm 1 Algorithm of Analog Precoding For Narrowband
Input: Hfc , Pt, σ2

Output: FRF

1: Initialize FRF

2: Calculate Ĥfc = HH
fcHfc .

3: for each i ∈ [1, N t
RF ] do

4: Calculate Ci = I + Pt

σ2 (FRF,\i)
HHfcFRF,\i.

5: Calculate Gi=
Pt

σ2 Ĥfc−
P 2

t

σ4 ĤfcFRF,\iC−1
i (FRF,\i)

HĤfc .

6: for each j ∈ [1, Nt] do
7: Calculate ηji =

∑
ℓ ̸=i Gi(j, ℓ)FRF(ℓ, i).

8: Calculate FRF(j, i) =

{
1, if ηji = 0,
ηji

|ηji| , otherwise.
9: end for

10: end for
11: Check convergence. If not, go back to step 2.
12: return Outputs

example of angular domain gain plot under the effect of beam
split. We can observe that if we design the analog precoding
vector directed at θu = π

4 at center frequency fc = 300GHz,
the beams at the other frequencies will deviate from the
direction θu = π

4 , which demonstrates the severe angular
domain gain due to the impact of beam squint. Therefore, it’s
necessary to take beam squint into consideration in the design
of hybrid precoding.
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Fig. 2. An example of angular domain gain plot of beam split with Nt = 128,
Nt

RF = 1, K = 128 and θu = 45◦. The resolution of PS is 3bit. The system
works at 300GHz center frequency with 30GHz bandwidth. Obviously, at the
interest angle θu = 45◦, the gain of the subcarriers away from the center
frequency drops significantly.

B. Design of Digital Precoder FBB[k]

In this part, the optimal digital precoder is presented with
the fixed analog precoder. In the FC structure, the optimization
objective and constraints can be expressed as,

Ravg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (| INr
+

Pt

σ2
n

(H[k]FRFFBB[k]

×FH
BB[k]F

H
RFH

H [k]
)
|
)
,

s.t.
∣∣∣[FRF]i,j

∣∣∣ = 1√
Nt

, ∀i, j,

∥FRFFBB[k]∥2F = NsPt,

angle([FRF]i,j) ∈ B.

(9)

With the analog precoder FRF fixed, the effective channel of
the kth subcarrier can be expressed as,

Heff[k] = H[k]FRF(F
H
RFFRF)

− 1
2 . (10)

The digital precoder is implemented by the baseband. In
baseband, the design of digital precoder FBB[k] of different
subcarriers is mutually independent. Therefore, the optimal
digital precoder FBB[k] is decoupled, which can be formulated
as,

FBB[k] = (FH
RFFRF)

− 1
2VNs[k]. (11)

where VNs[k] consists the first Ns columns of V[k]. V[k]
is the right singular vectors of Heff[k]. Considering the power
constraints in (9), the digital precoder is normalized according
to,

FBB[k] =

√
NsPt

∥FRFFBB[k]∥F
FBB[k]. (12)

C. Design of Analog Precoder FRF

The performance of hybrid precoding is influenced by the
collective action of all PSs, hence the phase optimization for
each PS is interdependent. Limited by the low-resolution, it is
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difficult to optimize all discrete PSs at the same time through
matrix decomposition because the orthogonality between the
data stream precoding vectors is broken. Motivated by this,
we optimize each PS in turn to decouple analog precoding
problem caused by low resolution.

We observe that FBB[k] and FRF are both in the same
item, which restricts the further decomposition of the objective
function (9). So we first transform (9) to (13) and only show
the transformation process of R[k] on each single subcarrier
for simplicity. In (13), (a) can be easily proofed by Sylvester’s
determinant theorem which is described as |I+XY| =
|I+YX|. To assure the invertibility of FBB[k]F

H
BB[k], we add

αINr
to FBB[k]F

H
BB[k]. It is worth nothing that α is a very

small scalar so it has little effect on the value of R[k], which
makes the equation (b) true. (c) follows because of |XY| =
|YX| when both X and Y are square matrix. Obviously, (13)
successfully separate FBB[k] and FRF, which makes FBB[k]
related only to the first fraction and the first term of the second
fraction, while FRF is related only to the second term of the
second fraction. In this paper, we develop an iterative block
coordinate descent method to optimize FRF and FBB[k]. The
optimal FBB[k] can easily calculated according to (11) and
(12) if FRF is known. The only remaining issue lies in the
calculation of FRF, which will be given in the following part.

Before introducing the calculation of FRF, we first simplify
and clarify the optimization objective (13). We define the
Hermite matrix Q[k] as FBB[k]F

H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
. Then (13)

can be further expressed as,

R[k] = log2 (|Q[k]|) + log2
(∣∣(Q[k])−1+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RFH

H [k]H[k]FRF

∣∣∣∣) .
(14)

So far, we have decoupled FBB[k] and FRF and transformed
R[k] from (9) to (14). However, it’s still hard to optimize
directly in the form of (14). Inspired by [24], we propose to
further transform the optimization objective (14) by decompos-
ing each column of FRF. It is worth noting that, unlike [24],
our goal is to optimize the achievable rate Ravg itself instead
of the upper bound. Therefore, there is a significant difference
in the approach. We consider the impact of the mth column of
FRF on the R[k] and denote FRF,\m as the analog precoding
matrix excluding the mth column FRF,m. Furthermore, we
define the Hermite channel Ĥ[k] = HH [k]H[k] for simplicity.
According to properties of determinants, R[k] can be arranged
as (15–17) shown at the bottom, where (15) is based on

the elementary row and column operation of determinant and

(16) is satisfied since
∣∣∣∣A B
C D

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣D∣∣ ∣∣A−BD−1C

∣∣ when

D is invertable. In this process, we define some intermediate
variables, which can formulated as,

C[k] = [(Q[k])−1]\m,\m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,\m, (18)

Hem[k] = Ĥ[k]FRF,\m(C[k])−1[(Q[k])−1]\m,m, (19)

G[k] = Ĥ[k]− Pt

σ2
n

Ĥ[k]FRF,\m(C[k])−1FH
RF,\mĤ[k] (20)

D[k] = [(Q[k])−1]m,m − [(Q[k])−1]m,\m(C[k])−1×
[(Q[k])−1]\m,m.

(21)

According to (17), we observe that the optimization ob-
jective can be decomposed into m identical subproblems,
namely, finding the optimal FRF,m with FRF,\m and FBB

fixed. FRF,m is only related to the third term. So the new
optimization objective can be rewritten as,

{F⋆
RF,m} =argmax

1

K

K∑
k=1

M[k]

s.t. FRF,m(n) ∈ B, n = 1, . . . , Nt.

(22)

M[k]=log2

(∣∣∣∣D[k]− Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mHem[k]− Pt

σ2
n

HH
em[k]×

FRF,m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mGH [k]FRF,m

∣∣∣∣)
(23)

Unfortunately, the m subproblems are not independent, which
motivates us to propose an iteration coordinate descent method
for phase optimization to update FRF,m one by one until con-
vergence. Following the guidance, we will present the update
scheme for each FRF,m in each iteration in the following part.

Exhaustively searching for the optimal phase of each PS
in FRF,m would result in extremely high complexity. So we
propose an iteration phase optimization method to update the
phase of each PS in turn. Specifically, we first consider remov-
ing the finite resolution constraint, yielding an approximately
optimal phase under infinite resolution conditions. With the
other n − 1 elements fixed, the continuous optimal phase of

R[k] = log2

(∣∣∣∣INr
+

Pt

σ2
n

H[k]FRFFBB[k]F
H
BB[k]F

H
RFH

H [k]

∣∣∣∣)
(a)
= log2

(∣∣∣∣INr+
Pt

σ2
n

(FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
)FH

RFH
H [k]H[k]FRF

∣∣∣∣)
(b)
≈ log2

(∣∣∣∣(FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
){(FBB[k]F

H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
)−1+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RFH

H [k]H[k]FRF}
∣∣∣∣)

(c)
= log2

(∣∣∣FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF

∣∣∣)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Fraction1

+ log2

(∣∣∣∣(FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
)−1+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RFH

H [k]H[k]FRF

∣∣∣∣)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Fraction2

.

(13)
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R[k] = log2 (|Q[k]|)+log2

(∣∣∣∣∣ [(Q[k])−1]m,m+ Pt

σ2
n
FH

RF,mĤ[k]FRF,m [(Q[k])−1]m,\m+ Pt

σ2
n
FH

RF,mĤ[k]FRF,\m

[(Q[k])−1]\m,m+ Pt

σ2
n
FH

RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,m [(Q[k])−1]\m,\m+ Pt

σ2
n
FH

RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,\m

∣∣∣∣∣
)

(15)

= log2

(∣∣∣∣[(Q[k])−1]m,m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mĤ[k]FRF,m

∣∣∣∣)+ log2

(∣∣∣∣[(Q[k])−1]\m,\m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,\m

∣∣∣∣×∣∣∣∣[(Q[k])−1]m,m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mĤ[k]FRF,m − ([(Q[k])−1]m,\m+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mĤ[k]FRF,\m)×

([(Q[k])−1]\m,\m+
Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,\m)−1([(Q[k])−1]\m,m+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,\mĤ[k]FRF,m)

∣∣∣∣)
(16)

= log2 (|Q[k]|)+log2 (|C[k]|)+log2

(∣∣∣∣D[k]− Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mHem[k]− Pt

σ2
n

HH
em[k]FRF,m+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
RF,mGH [k]FRF,m

∣∣∣∣) . (17)

the nth element of FRF,m can be written as (24), which is
proved in Appendix A.

ϑ̂n,m = angle

(
K∑

k=1

[G[k]]H\n,nFRF,m,\n −Hem,n[k]

M[k]

)
(24)

where [G[k]]\n,n represents the nth column of G[k], exclud-
ing the nth row. FRF,m,\n represents the (Nt − 1)-dimension
vector formed by removing the nth element from FRF,m.
Subsequently, because of finite resolution, the optimal phase
is matched to the nearest discrete phase in B in the angular
domain, which can be formulated as,

ϑ̃n,m = argmin
ϑ̄n,m∈{B,2π}

|ϑ̄n,m − ϑ̂n,m| (25)

Notably, the phase has a period of 2π, which means it’s
necessary to take the boundary value 2π into account in (25).
Then, the quantization operation can be formulated as,

ϑn,m =
ϑ̃n,m

2π
. (26)

By exhaustively optimizing each element in FRF,m according
to (24) and (25), we complete one round of iterative optimiza-
tion of FRF,m. Notably, the phase calculating of FRF is related
to the value of FBB. To ensure the convergence speed of the
iteration, we update FBB after the update of each FRF,m,
rather than after the completion of all FRF,m update.1 Thus
far, the digital and analog precoding iteration block coordinate
algorithm is completed and summarized as Algorithm 2.

IV. HYBRID PRECODING WITH LOW-RESOLUTION PSS
FOR PC STRUCTURES

In section III, we introduce the iterative block coordinate
descent method to alternately optimize FRF and FBB[k]. In
this section, we further extend the proposed iterative alter-
nating optimization algorithm to PC structures. Moreover, we
also consider a new dynamic array structure, which enhances
the flexibility of PC structures. Based on this, we develop an
iterative alternating optimization algorithm motivated by [27].

1The calculation of FBB involves a certain complexity. Too frequent
updates, such as after each PS update, would make each iteration round too
slow; too infrequent updates, such as updating after the entire FRF update is
completed, would slow down the convergence speed.

Algorithm 2 Algorithm of Analog Precoding For FC Structure
Input: H[k], Pt, σ2

Output: FRF,FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
1: Initialize FRF,FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
2: Calculate Ĥ[k] = H[k]HH[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
3: for each i ∈ [1, N t

RF ] do
4: Calculate Hem[k], G[k], M[k] according to (19),(20)

and (23).
5: for each j ∈ [1, Nt] do
6: Calculate ϑ̂j,i and quantize to discrete phases ϑj,i

according to (24), (25) and (26).
7: end for
8: Calculate FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K] according to (11)

and (12).
9: end for

10: Check convergence. If not, go back to step 2.
11: return FRF,FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].

A. Hybrid precoding Design for Partially Connected Struc-
tures

As each RF chain is only connected to a fixed and non-
overlapping subarray in PC structure, the elements that need
to optimize are only located on the block diagonal. Therefore,
compared with the FC structure, the complexity of the PC
structure is reduced a lot because the number of PSs is only
1
Nt

of the FC structure. The optimization objective of the PC
structure can be formulated as,

Ravg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (| INr
+

Pt

σ2
n

(H[k]FRFFBB[k]

×FH
BB[k]F

H
RFH

H [k]
)
|
)
,

s.t.
∣∣∣[vi ]j

∣∣∣ = 1√
Nt

, i ∈ [1, N t
RF ], j ∈ [1,

Nt

N t
RF

],

∥FRFFBB[k]∥2F = NsPt,

angle([vi ]j) ∈ B.
(27)

It’s obvious that the difference between (9) and (27) is the
number of PSs to be optimized is different. So we can readily
migrate the algorithm designed for FC structures in section
III to PC structures. The construction of initial FRF in the PC
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structures is given by,

Havg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

H[k], (28)

[:, :,Vi] = SVD

{
Havg

(
:,
(i− 1)Nt + 1

N t
RF

:
iNt

N t
RF

)}
, (29)

v
(0)
i = Vi(:, 1 : N t

RF ). (30)

where i = 1, 2, · · · , N t
RF and Havg is the average channel

matrix. As FRF is composed of vi , it’s straightforward to get
FRF from vi . The iteration alternating optimization algorithm
of the PC structure is summarized in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Algorithm of Hybrid Precoding For Partially
Connected Structures
Input: H[k], Pt, σ2

Output: vi for each i ∈ [1, N t
RF ],FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K]

.
1: Initialize vi for each i ∈ [1, N t

RF ] and FBB[k] for each
k ∈ [1,K] according to (12) and (30).

2: Calculate Ĥ[k] = H[k]HH[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
3: for each i ∈ [1, N t

RF ] do
4: Calculate Hem[k], G[k], M[k] according to (19),(20)

and (23).
5: for each j ∈ [1, Nt

Nt
RF

] do
6: Calculate ϑ̂j,i and quantize to discrete phases ϑj,i

according to (24), (25) and (26).
7: Let vi,j = ϑj,i.
8: end for
9: Update the ith column of FRF utilizing vi .

10: Calculate FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K] according to (11)
and (12).

11: end for
12: Check convergence. If not, go back to step 2.
13: return FRF and FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].

B. Hybrid precoding Design For Partially Connected Struc-
tures With Dynamic Subarray

Although dynamic subarray increases the flexibility of
the PC structure, the optimization difficulty of the analog
precoding matrix is simultaneously increased. FRF is no
longer constrained to be a block diagonal matrix. Therefore,
Algorithm 3 is not suitable in the PC structure with dynamic
subarray. The new constraints and optimization objective are
given by,

Ravg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (| INr
+

Pt

σ2
n

(H[k]FRFFBB[k]

×FH
BB[k]F

H
RFH

H [k]
)
|
)
,

s.t.
∣∣∣[FRF]i,j

∣∣∣ ∈ { 1√
Nt

, 0

}
, ∀i, j,

∥[FRF]i,*∥0 ≤ 1,

∥FRFFBB[k]∥2F = NsPt,

angle([FRF]i,j) ∈ B.

(31)

As the dynamic subarray is connected by the switch network,
the amplitude constraint in (9) is looser than in (27). It’s
allowed that the elements in FRF are limited to 0, which means
all switches connected to this node are off. To further simplify
(34), we reexpress the analog precoding matrix as,

FRF = SFD. (32)

where S is selection matrix with the size of CNt×N t
RF2

bits

,
in which the value of the elements in S is binary. FD ∈
CN t

RF2
bits×N t

RF is the dictionary matrix used to select the
appropriate phase and RF chain, which can be written as,

FD =


fD 0 · · · 0
0 fD · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · fD

 . (33)

where fD = [ejB(1), ejB(2), · · · , ejB(2bits)] represents the
phase vector composed of elements from B. Then (34) can
be rewritten as,

Ravg =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (| INr +
Pt

σ2
n

(H[k]SFDFBB[k]

×FH
BB[k]F

H
DSHHH [k]

)
|
)
,

s.t. ∥Si,*∥0 ≤ 1,

Si,j ∈ {0, 1} ,∀i, j,

∥SFDFBB[k]∥2F = NsPt.

(34)

FD is fixed so the optimization objective in analog precoding
is transformed from FRF to S. Similar to the processing in
(13), the decoupled optimization objective can be formulated
as,

R[k] = log2

(∣∣∣FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF

∣∣∣)+
log2

(∣∣∣(FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
)−1+

Pt

σ2
n

FH
DSHHH [k]H[k]SFD

∣∣∣∣) .

(35)

The main difficulty in optimizing S is the L0 norm con-
straint. Inspired by [27], we design a row-by-row decomposi-
tion approach to decompose (27) into Nt sub-problems. The
process of decomposition can be formulated as,

R[k] = log2 (|QDS[k]|) + log2

(∣∣∣∣(QDS[k])
−1 +

Pt

σ2
n

×

FH
D

[
S1:Nt−1,∗
SNt,∗

]H
HH [k]H[k]

[
S1:Nt−1,∗
SNt,∗

]
FD

∣∣∣∣∣
)
(36)

= log2 (|QDS[k]|)+log2
(∣∣(QDS[k])

−1+FH
DSH

1:Nt−1,∗×
Ĥ1:Nt−1,1:Nt−1S1:Nt−1,∗FD+FH

DSH
Nt,∗ĤNt,Nt

×
SNt,∗FD+FH

DSH
1:Nt−1,∗Ĥ1:Nt−1,Nt

SNt,∗FD+FH
D×

SH
Nt,∗ĤNt,1:Nt−1S1:Nt−1,∗FD

∣∣∣)
(37)
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= log2 (|QDS[k]|)+log2
(∣∣(QDS[k])

−1+FH
DSH

1:Nt−1,∗

Ĥ1:Nt−1,1:Nt−1S1:Nt−1,∗FD

∣∣∣)+log2
(∣∣I+ (Di[k])

−1×

FH
D (SH

Nt,∗ĤNt,Nt
SNt,∗ + SH

1:Nt−1,∗Ĥ1:Nt−1,Nt
SNt,∗+

SH
Nt,∗ĤNt,1:Nt−1S1:Nt−1,∗)FD

∣∣∣)
(38)

= log2 (|QDS[k]|)+
Nt∑
i=1

log2
(∣∣I+ (Di[k])

−1FH
D×

(SH
Nt,∗ĤNt,NtSNt,∗ + SH

1:Nt−1,∗Ĥ1:Nt−1,NtSNt,∗+

SH
Nt,∗ĤNt,1:Nt−1S1:Nt−1,∗)FD

∣∣∣)
(39)

where QDS[k] and Di[k] is the intermediate variable for
simplifying the expression of (35), which can be expressed
as,

QDS[k] = FBB[k]F
H
BB[k] + αINt

RF
(40)

Di[k] = (QDS[k])
−1+FH

DSH
1:i−1,∗Ĥ1:i−1,1:i−1S1:i−1,∗FD

(41)

From (36) to (37), the nth row is separated from the entire
S. (38) holds because log2(|X+Y|) = log2(|X|)+ log2(|I+
X−1Y|). It’s obvious that S1:Nt−1,∗ can be further decom-
posed according to (37), eventually being broken down into
Nt − 1 terms. We can observe that the optimization of the
nth row is only about the first (n − 1) rows. Therefore, the
optimization can be performed from the first row and proceed
row by row.

With FBB fixed, the optimization of FRF can be decom-
posed into Nt sub-problems, which can be formulated as,

{S⋆
i,∗} = argmax

1

K

K∑
k=1

log2 (|Ei[k]|) ,

s.t. ∥Si,*∥0 ≤ 1,

Si,j ∈ {0, 1} ,∀i, j,

(42)

where Ei[k] is the intermediate variable to simplify (42),
which can be formulated as,

Ei[k] = I+(Di[k])
(−1)FH

D (SH
i,∗Ĥi,iSi,∗ + SH

1:i−1,∗Ĥ1:i−1,i×
Si,∗ + SH

i,∗Ĥi,1:i−1S1:i−1,∗)FD.
(43)

As analyzed in the last paragraph, the Nt sub-problems need
to be optimized one by one in ascending order of i. To
maximize (42), we need to find the positions of row vector
Ĥi,1:i−1S1:i−1,∗ and column vector SH

1:i−1,∗Ĥ1:i−1,i, which
corresponds to the value of Si,∗. When the 0 norm of Si,∗ is
1, Si,∗ has N t

RF ×2b possible values, where b is always small.
When the 0 norm of Si,∗ is 0, Si,∗ can only be the 0 vector.
Therefore, the optimal Si,∗ be solved by a one-dimensional
search method which is due to the finite bits of the PSs. The
number of searches is N t

RF×2b+1. The optimization algorithm
is summarized in Algorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 Algorithm of Hybrid Precoding For Partially
Connected Structures
Input: H[k], Pt, σ2

Output: FRF and FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
1: Initialize S1:i−1,∗ randomly and calculate FBB[k] for each

k ∈ [1,K] according to (12).
2: Calculate Ĥ[k] = H[k]HH[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].
3: for each i ∈ [1, Nt] do
4: Design Si,∗ to maximize (42) by one-dimensional

search.
5: end for
6: Calculate FRF according to (32).
7: Calculate FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K] according to (11)

and (12).
8: Check convergence. If not, go back to step 3.
9: return FRF and FBB[k] for each k ∈ [1,K].

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
alternating optimization algorithms for different hybrid pre-
coding structures in THz wideband communication systems.
In the simulation, we consider a single user communication
scenario that works at a center frequency of 300GHz. The
bandwidth varies from 0.5GHz to 30GHz. As mentioned in
Section II-A, ULA is deployed at the transmitter and the
number of antennas is from 64 to 256. The number of RF
chains is set to 16 at the transmitter and the number of data
streams Ns is 5 which satisfies Ns < N t

RF . With regard to
channel parameters, the number of clusters Ncl is randomly
generated within the range of 1 to 3, which fully considers
the sparsity of the high-frequency channels. The number of
rays Nray within each cluster is randomly set between 3 to 5.
Moreover, the azimuth AODs/AoAs are uniformly distributed
over [−π

3 ,
π
3 ] with angular spread of 10◦. The time delay

τm,n is also assumed to follow uniform distribution which
is described as τm,n ∼ U(0, 1ns). The noise power σ2

n is set
as 1. The simulation parameters are summarized in Table I.

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value

Center frequency fc 300GHz
Bandwidth B 0.5GHz∼30GHz

Number of antennas Nt 64∼256
Number of RF chains Nt

RF 16
Number of data streams Ns 5

Number of clusters Ncl 1∼3
Number of rays Nray 3∼5

AoDs/AoAs [−π
3
, π
3
]

Angle spread 10◦

Time delay τm,n U(0, 1ns)

A. Hybrid precoding Analysis in Fully Connected Structures
In this part, we evaluate the performance of our proposed

alternating optimization algorithm in FC Structures(AlterOpt-
FC). Several schemes are selected as comparisons: i) Fully
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digital (FD) precoding which provides a performance upper
bound; ii) hybrid precoding with infinite PSs by SVD (IR-
SVD) [9]; iii) hybrid precoding with low-resolution PSs
(HPAC) [24]; iv) hybrid precoding with fixed PSs (FPHP)
[28]. IR-SVD in [9] provides a low-complexity hybrid pre-
coding with infinite PSs purely based on the array vectors.
HPAC in [24] proposes a heuristic hybrid percoding design to
maximize the upper bound of specific efficiency. In [28], the
authors design a new hybrid precoding structure which adopts
fixed PSs and effectively improved spectral efficiency. In the
following part, we will compare the performance of different
schemes in terms of SNR, bandwidth, number of antennas,
and PS resolution.

Fig.3 illustrates the performance of our scheme and the
comparisons versus PS resolution, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5,
N t

RF = 16, SNR = 20, and B = 30GHz. We can see that
the spectral efficiency of HPAC, FPHP, and our scheme is
influenced heavily when the resolution is less than 3. With
resolutions higher than 3 bits, there is a gradual improvement
in performance as the resolution increases. This implies that
it is practically feasible to use low-resolution PSs in real THz
wideband MIMO systems. Moreover, the performance of our
scheme is always better than the comparisons considering
finite PSs, which demonstrates the effectiveness of our scheme
at various resolutions.
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Fig. 3. Spectral efficiency versus PS resolution, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5,
Nt

RF = 16, and B = 30GHz.

Fig.4 shows the average spectral efficiency versus SNR,
where Nt = 128, Ns = 5, N t

RF = 16, 3 bits resolution and
B = 30GHz. It’s obvious that our proposed algorithm always
achieves better performance comparing IR-SVD, HPAC and
FPHP under different SNR, approaching the performance of
FD. Though IR-SVD adopts infinite resolution PSs, its perfor-
mance is still worse than our proposed scheme. That’s because
the finite resolution schemes approach the performance of
infinite resolution. Moreover, the performance of our proposed
heuristic algorithm optimized for each PS is superior to that
of the low-complexity SVD method.

In Fig.5, we show the average spectral efficiency across
varying numbers of Nt. An interesting phenomenon is that the
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Fig. 4. Spectral efficiency versus SNR, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5, Nt
RF =
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Fig. 5. Spectral efficiency versus Nt, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5, Nt
RF = 16,

and B = 30GHz.

performance of some schemes (HPAC and FPHP) decreases
as the number of antennas increases. We believe this is due
to the increase in Nt causing the beams to become narrower,
which leads to more significant beam squint. Meanwhile, our
proposed scheme continues to show an upward trend and
exhibits more pronounced performance advantages with large-
scale antennas.

Figure. 6 illustrates the average specific efficiency of dif-
ferent schemes versus bandwidth. Aside from FD, the perfor-
mance of other schemes declines as the bandwidth increases.
Compared with other schemes, the decline in spectral effi-
ciency of our scheme is more gradual, resulting in better
performance under wideband.

B. Hybrid precoding Analysis in Partially Connected Struc-
tures

We analyze the performance of our proposed alternating
optimization algorithms in PC structures in this part. In
this paper, we consider two kinds of PC structures : PC
structures with fixed array and PC structures with dynamic
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Fig. 6. Spectral efficiency versus bandwidth, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5,
Nt

RF = 16, and B = 30GHz.

array. In section IV, we propose two alternating optimization
algorithms for the two structures: the alternating optimization
algorithm for fixed subarray(Alteropt-PC) and the alternating
optimization algorithm for dynamic subarray(DS-WB). For
comparison, several schemes are selected: i) Fully digital
precoding (FD), which is the upper bound of all schemes;
ii) hybrid precoding for dynamic subarray with fixed phase
shifter(DS-FPS) [27]; iii) hybrid precoding with the group-
connected mapping strategy [28]. Next, we will illustrate
the performance of our proposed algorithms from SNR and
bandwidth.
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Fig. 7. Spectral efficiency versus bandwidth, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5,
Nt

RF = 16, and B = 30GHz.

Fig.7 shows the spectral efficiency versus SNR. It’s obvious
that AlterOpt-PC achieves the best performance compared
with the comparisons under high bandwidth, which is closest
to FD. Although PC with dynamic subarrays are more flexible,
the advantages of DS-WB and DS-FPS are not obvious. One
of the possible reasons is that our proposed AlterOpt-PC
approaches global optima but the dynamic subarrays fall into
local optima due to excessive degrees of freedom. But our

proposed DS-WB achieves better performance versus differ-
ent SNR compared with DS-FPS, which demonstrates our
proposed alternating optimization algorithm achieves superior
performance in PC with dynamic subarrays. Notably, FPS
performance is superior to both DS-WB and DS-FPS. This
is because FPS is not a strictly PC structure, as FPS allows
each antenna to be connected to multiple fixed PSs.
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Fig. 8. Spectral efficiency versus bandwidth, where Nt = 128, Ns = 5,
Nt

RF = 16, and B = 30GHz.

In Fig.8, we show the average spectral efficiency under
different bandwidths to verify the performance of our proposed
algorithms in both narrow band and wideband communica-
tion systems. We can observe that the performance curves
of AlterOpt-PC and FD are stable, which means that the
bandwidth has little impact on AlterOpt-PC, which makes
AlterOpt-PC more suitable for wideband communications.
DS-FPS and DS-WB achieve better performance compared
with AlterOpt-PC in narrow band. With the bandwidth im-
proving, the average spectral efficiency of DS-FPS and DS-
WB decreases and becomes worse than AlterOpt-PC. But PC
with fixed subarrays is a special case of PC with dynamic
subarrays. That means the current schemes still have not
yet reached its global optimum under wideband. Moreover,
compared with DS-FPS, our proposed DS-WB achieves better
performance versus different bandwidth, which demonstrates
the effectiveness of DS-WB. FPS is another special scheme
because the author in [28] does not impose the 0 norm of
∥Si,*∥0 ≤ 1. So the total number of fixed PSs in FPS is not
Nt. We can observe that the average spectral efficiency of FPS
even rises with the bandwidth increasing. Because the number
of fixed PSs increases, the performance approaches that of a
FC structure.

C. Convergence and Complexity Analysis

Fig.9 shows the convergence of our proposed AlterOpt-FC,
AlterOpt-PC, and DS-WB. We evaluate the average spectral
efficiency of the three algorithms over all subcarriers versus
the number of iterations. Fig.9 shows that our proposed
AlterOpt-FC converges after two iteration. Numerical results
indicate a slight increase with further iterations, but it is too
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Fig. 9. Convergence analysis in different structures.

subtle to appear in Fig.9. Our proposed AlterOpt-PC and DS-
WB for two kinds of PC structures even converge more quickly
than AlterOpt-FC, requiring only one iteration shown in Fig.9.

We also analyze the computational complexities of the three
algorithms. Notably, there are relationships among system
parameters: Ns < N t

RF < Nt. So we have O(Ns) <
O(N t

RF ) ≪ O(Nt). For AlterOpt-FC, the main computational
complexity is contributed by step 4, 6, and 8 in Algo-
rithm 2. The step 4 requires a complexity of approximately
O(KN t

RFNt
2), which is caused by the matrix multiplication.

The step 6 requires a complexity of O(KN t
RFNt

2) which
is produced by the phase optimization. The step 8 requires
O(KN t

RFNtNr) approximately due to SVD and matrix mul-
tiplication. The overall complexity of AlterOpt-FC is given
by,

O(Ni(KN t
RFNt

2 +KN t
RFNt

2 +KN t
RFNtNr))

≈ O(KNiN
t
RFNt

2).
(44)

where Ni represents the number of iteration. The main com-
putational complexities of AlterOpt-PC are caused by steps
4, 6, and 10. The steps 4 and 6 all require O(KNt

2). The
step 10 requires O(KN t

RFNtNr) operations approximately
due to SVD and matrix multiplication. The overall complexity
of AlterOpt-PC is given by,

O(Ni(KNt
2 +KNt

2 +KN t
RFNtNr))

≈ O(KNiNt
2 +KNiN

t
RFNtNr).

(45)

As for DS-WB, the main computational complexities are
produced in steps 4, 6, and 7. The step 4 requires
O(KNt

2N t
RF 2

b) operations. The operations in step 6 and 7
are O(KN t

RFNtNr). The overall complexity of DS-WB is
given by,

O(Ni(KNt
2N t

RF 2
b +KN t

RFNtNr))

≈ O(KNiNt
2N t

RF 2
b +KNiN

t
RFNtNr).

(46)

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider three different structures in
massive MIMO and compare the advantages and disadvan-
tages of each structure. For those structures, three alternating

optimization algorithms are proposed to design the hybrid
precoding with low-resolution PSs in the face of beam squint,
which partially decouple the digital precoding matrix and the
analog hybrid precoding matrix to improve the performance in
wideband THz systems. A convergence and complexity analy-
sis of the proposed algorithms is also provided. The simulation
results demonstrate that the spectral efficiency of our proposed
algorithm significantly outperforms the performance of the
compared schemes with the same structure. Moreover, with
the growth of bandwidth, our proposed algorithms become
more pronounced.

APPENDIX
PROOF OF THE OPTIMAL PHASE

Based on (17), we separate the contribution of the nth PS
connected to the mth Rf chain and represent it as follows,

ε =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2(Dm[k] +
P

σ2
FH

RF,m,n(Gm,n,\n[k]FRF,m,\n

−Hem,n[k]) + (FH
RF,m,\nGm,\n,n[k]−Hem,n[k]

H)×

FRF,m,n − 2real(
P

σ2
Hem,\n[k]

HFRF,m,\n) +
P

σ2
×

Gm,n,n[k] +
P

σ2
FH

RF,m,\nGm,\n,\n[k]FRF,m,\n)

(47)

With the other PSs fixed, (47) is the complex function of
FRF,m,n. However, we observe that Dm[k] and Gm,n,n[k]
are both real numbers and the remaining terms appear
in conjugate pairs in (47). Let FRF,m,n = x + yj and
FH

RF,m,\nGm,\n,n[k] −Hem,n[k]
H = a + bj, where j is the

imaginary unit. Then (47) can be further rewritten as,

ε =
1

K

K∑
k=1

log2(Dm[k] + 2
P

σ2
(ax− by)− 2real(

P

σ2
×

Hem,\n[k]
HFRF,m,\n) +

P

σ2
Gm,n,n[k] +

P

σ2
×

FH
RF,m,\nGm,\n,\n[k]FRF,m,\n)

(48)

Therefore, ε can be considered a real function with its domain
being x2 + y2 = 1

Nt
. We solve for the maximum points by

calculating the first and second derivatives. We observe that
the domain is a circle on a two-dimensional plane, and the
extreme points of the function occur where the gradient vector
is parallel to the normal of the circle. Thus, the following
relationship exists,

y
∂ε

∂x
= x

∂ε

∂y
(49)

The partial derivatives ∂ε
∂x and ∂ε

∂y are given by,

∂ε

∂x
=

1

K

K∑
k=1

2 P
σ2 a

ln2M[k]

∂ε

∂y
=

1

K

K∑
k=1

−
2 P
σ2 b

ln2M[k]

(50)

We consider that the contribution of a single PS to the overall
spectral efficiency is minimal. Therefore, we assume that M[k]
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remains approximately unchanged before and after updating
a particular PS. According to (49), (50) and the constant
modulus constraint, we can obtain (24).
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