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Abstract—The potential benefits of integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) are anticipated to play a significant
role in future sub-terahertz (sub-THz) systems. However, the
beam squint effect is pronounced in sub-THz systems, expanding
coverage areas while severely degrading communication perfor-
mance. Existing hybrid precoding designs struggle to balance both
functionalities in the presence of beam squint, limiting the perfor-
mance gain achievable through ISAC. To address this challenge,
we propose two squint-aware hybrid precoding schemes for sub-
THz systems that proactively regulate the correlation between
communication and sensing channels, leveraging the inherent
degrees of freedom in the hardware to enhance integrated
gain. We introduce a squint-aware optimization-based hybrid
precoding algorithm (SA-Opt) and develop an unsupervised
learning-assisted complex-valued squint-aware network (CSP-
Net) to reduce complexity, tailoring its architecture to the specific
data and task characteristics. The effectiveness of the proposed
schemes is demonstrated through simulations.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing and communication, sub-
terahertz, beam squint, complex-valued network.

I. INTRODUCTION
Integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) serves as a

technological cornerstone for supporting emerging applications
such as vehicular networks and the low-altitude economy
[1–3]. To achieve higher data rates, larger antenna arrays
operating at higher frequencies have been adopted [4], leading
to the development of sub-terahertz (sub-THz) communication
systems. Meanwhile, these sub-THz systems enhance distance
and angle resolution, making the integration of communication
and sensing a promising avenue.

However, the beam squint effect becomes pronounced in
the sub-THz systems [5], significantly reducing the antenna
array gain and deteriorating communication performance. To
mitigate this issue, the true time delay (TTD) has been in-
troduced in hybrid precoding, providing frequency-dependent
phase shifts that ensure beam alignment across subcarriers [6].
Conversely, for sensing tasks, beam squint can lead to wider
coverage and enhanced frequency-aware angle estimation ca-
pabilities. For instance, studies in [7, 8] worked on controlling
the pattern of beam squint through TTDs, facilitating user
localization or target angle estimation. Nevertheless, current
sub-THz systems lack a joint design for both functionalities,
failing to achieve optimal trade-offs. This motivates us to
implement ISAC under the beam squint effect.

It is worth noting that the correlation between commu-
nication and sensing channels affects the performance gain
when both functionalities co-exist [9, 10]. Previous studies
such as [11] evaluated this channel correlation from the
perspective of power sharing. However, they do not provide

direct guidance for precoding design. Moreover, transmitters
fail to actively manipulate the degree of correlation between
channels. [12, 13] improved the channel correlation through
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces, thereby enhancing ISAC
performance. However, these methods are primarily limited to
narrowband systems and may exacerbate beam squint effects
in sub-THz systems. In fact, hybrid precoding systems possess
their own design degrees of freedom that can be leveraged to
tune the channel correlation, which has not been thoroughly
explored. Notably, the TTD serves to adjust spatial-domain
fading across subcarriers, holding the potential in inherently
tuning the channel correlation.

Inspired by this, in this paper, we propose squint-aware
ISAC hybrid precoding schemes for sub-THz systems in
the presence of beam squint effect, without altering existing
hardware architectures. Specifically, we first propose a C-S
channel correlation metric as the foundation. Then we design
the TTDs to proactively manipulate the equivalent channels for
correlation maximization, followed by an alternating optimiza-
tion of the phase shifters (PSs) and power allocation to achieve
the ISAC Pareto boundary. While this optimization-based al-
gorithm addresses the problem with near-optimal performance,
the iterative and exhaustive search processes involve high
complexity, particularly under large arrays. Hence we also pro-
pose an unsupervised learning-aided scheme for ISAC hybrid
precoding design with reduced complexity. Unlike [14, 15],
we tailor the network architecture for the hybrid precoding
task and adopt a complex-valued network to effectively process
the channel data for precoding design. Numerical experiments
have demonstrated the superiority of the proposed schemes in
terms of dual-functional gain enhancement.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
We consider a wideband multi-antenna ISAC base station

(BS) serving a single-antenna user while sensing K nearby
targets. The BS is equipped with a uniform planar array (UPA)
comprising Nt = Nth ×Ntv antennas, where Nth and Ntv denote
the number of antennas in horizontal and vertical directions.
The ISAC signal is transmitted via orthogonal frequency divi-
sion multiplexing (OFDM) with M subcarriers. The frequency
at the m-th subcarrier is fm = fc +

B
M (m− M+1

2 ), where fc
and B denote the central frequency and the bandwidth.
A. Transmitted Signal

As shown in Fig. 1, we utilize a typical hybrid structure
in the sub-THz system, where a small number of TTDs are
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Fig. 1: A diagram of hybrid precoding structure in sub-THz systems.

positioned between the PSs and the antenna array. This setup
enables active, frequency-dependent adjustment of phase shifts
to effectively deal with beam squint effects. In this architecture,
the UPA is divided into Qt = Qth × Qtv sub-arrays, each of
which is connected to a TTD. Each subarray consists of L =

Lh × Lv elements, with Lh =
Nth
Qth

and Lv =
Ntv
Qtv

. The TTDs
are also partially connected with the PSs in the same way.
Consequently the transmitted signal at the m-th subcarrier is

xm =
√
pmFTD,mfPSsm, (1)

where sm ∼ CN (0, 1) is the data symbol for the user at
the m-th subcarrier. p = [p1, · · · , pM ] is the transmitting
power across subcarriers. fPS ∈ CNt denotes frequency-
independent phase shifter (PS) network, with |fPS[n]| =

1. FTD,m = diag
{

vec
[
ej2πfm(T⊗1Lh×Lv )

]}
denotes the

frequency-dependent phase shifts introduced by the TTDs at
the Nt antennas, with T ∈ RQth×Qtv being the value of
delays in TTDs, and 1Lh×Lv being the all-one matrix. Taking
consideration of the prohibitive cost of arbitrary time delays,
finite-value finite-resolution Bt-bit TTDs are utilized. i.e.,

T [qh, qv] ∈ T ≜

{
b

2Bt
tmax|b = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 2Bt − 1

}
, (2)

where qh ∈ [1, Qth ], qv ∈ [1, Qtv ], and tmax is the maximal
achievable time delay determined by the hardware.

B. Communication Channel
The communication channel between the BS and the user

at the m-th subcarrier is expressed as
hc,m = βc,me

−j2πfmτcat(θc, ϕc, fm), (3)
where βc,m ∼ CN (0, σ2

β) and τc ∼ U(0, τmax] are the
complex gain and the propagation delay of the line-of-sight
(LoS) path. θc ∈ [0, π] and ϕc ∈ [−π/2, π/2] are the
elevation and the azimuth angles of the user respectively.
at(θc, ϕc, fm) = ah(θc, ϕc, fm)⊗av(θc, fm) ∈ CNt×1 denotes
the steering vector at the m-th subcarrier towards θc and
ϕc, where ah(θ,ϕ,fm)[nth ] = 1√

Nth

ejπ
fm
fc

sinϕ sinθ(nth−1) and

av(θ,fm)[ntv ] = 1√
Ntv
ejπ

fm
fc

cos θ(ntv−1). Then the received

signal at the user at the m-th subcarrier is
yc,m =

√
pmhH

c,mFTD,mfPSsm + nc,m, (4)
where nc,m is additive white Gaussian noise with power being
σ2

c . The data rate for the user at the m-th subcarrier is

Rc,m = log2

(
1 +

pm|hH
c,mFTD,mfPS|2

σ2
c

)
, (5)

and the total rate is Rc =
∑M

m=1Rc,m.

C. Sensing Channel

The target response matrix at the m-th subcarrier
Gm =

∑K
k=1 αk,mat(θs,k, ϕs,k, fm)aT

t (θs,k, ϕs,k, fm) =
Ar,mΣmAT

t,m, where αk,m ∼ CN (0, σ2
α) denotes the complex

reflection coefficient of the k-th target at the m-th subcarrier.
θs = [θs,1, · · · , θs,K ] and ϕs = [ϕs,1, · · · , ϕs,K ] denote the
elevation and the azimuth angles of the K targets respectively.
At,m = [at(θs,1, ϕs,1, fm), · · · ,at(θs,K , ϕs,K , fm)], and Σm =
diag(α1,m, · · · , αK,m). Then the echo at the m-th subcarrier
at BS can be written as

ys,m =
√
pmAr,mΣmAT

t,mFTD,mfPSsm + ns,m, (6)
with ns,m ∼ CN (0, σ2

s INt) being the ISAC receiver noise. We
consider whitening the received noise to enforce adherence
to a complex Gaussian distribution. Accordingly, the Fisher
information matrix with respect to θ and ϕ is expressed as

Jm =
2

σ2
s

Re
[
Jm(θs,θs) Jm(θs,ϕs)
JH
m(θs,ϕs) Jm(ϕs,ϕs)

]
, (7)

where
Jm(θ,ϕ)=(ȦH

r,θ,mȦr,ϕ,m)⊙(Σ∗
mAH

t,mR∗
x,mAt,mΣm)

+(ȦH
r,θ,mAr,m)⊙(Σ∗

mAH
t,mR∗

x,mȦt,ϕ,mΣm)

+(AH
r,mȦr,ϕ,m)⊙(Σ∗

mȦH
t,θ,mR∗

x,mAt,mΣm)

+(AH
r,mAr,m)⊙(Σ∗

mȦH
t,θ,mR

∗
x,mȦt,ϕ,mΣm),

with Ȧi,θ,m =
[
∂ai(θ1,ϕ1,fm)

∂θ1
, · · · , ∂ai(θK ,ϕK ,fm)

∂θK

]
and

Ȧi,ϕ,m =
[
∂ai(θ1,ϕ1,fm)

∂ϕ1
, · · · , ∂ai(θK ,ϕK ,fm)

∂ϕK

]
(i = {t, r}),

and Rx,m = xmxH
m = pmFTD,mfPSf

H
PSF

H
TD,m denotes the

sampled covariance matrix of xm. Therefore the Cramér-Rao
bound (CRB) associated with angle estimation is calculated as

CRB(θs,ϕs) = Tr

(
(

M∑
m=1

Jm)−1

)
. (8)

D. Dual-Functional Gain: The Performance Indicator
We define the dual-functional gain as the metric for compre-

hensively evaluating the performance of both functionalities.
Given the communication and sensing channels {hc,m}Mm=1

and {Gm}Mm=1, we characterize the rate-CRB region corre-
sponding to all rate-CRB pairs that can be simultaneously
achieved under the total power Pt, i.e.,
CISAC(Pt,hc,G)≜

⋃
T,fPS,p

{(x, y)|x⩽Rc, y⩾CRB(θs,ϕs)}. (9)

Denote (Rsen,CRBmin) as the point achieved by the sensing-
dedicated scheme and (Rmax,CRBcom) by the communication-
dedicated scheme. Then Cortho(Pt,hc,G) denotes the achievable
region under non-ISAC orthogonal operations, bounded by
the line segment between (Rsen,CRBmin) and (Rmax,CRBcom).
Then the dual-functional gain can be measured as

ϱ =

∫
(x,y)∈CISAC\Cortho dxdy

(Rmax −Rsen)(CRBcom − CRBmin)/2
∈ [0, 1), (10)

representing the expansion of the Pareto boundary of CISAC

compared to that of Cortho, where \ denotes the difference set.
ϱ = 0 denotes the orthogonal operation and ϱ → 1 means
both Rmax and CRBmin are simultaneously approached. Our
objective is to jointly optimize TTDs, PSs and power allocation
across subcarriers for maximizing the dual-functional gain.



III. SA-OPT: SQUINT-AWARE ISAC HYBRID
PRECODING OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we propose a squint-aware hybrid precoding
scheme, SA-Opt, based on the existing sub-THz hardware
architecture. Initially, we optimize the TTDs to maximize the
correlation between equivalent C-S channels, laying the foun-
dation for dual-functional gain enhancement. Subsequently, we
optimize the PSs and power allocation to further approach the
Pareto boundary.
A. Definition of C-S Channel Correlation

Denote ĥb
c =

∑M
m=1 |hb

c,m|
∥
∑M

m=1 |hb
c,m|∥1

and ĥb
s =

∑M
m=1 |hb

s,m|
∥
∑M

m=1 |hb
s,m|∥1

as
the normalized beamspace channels across all subcarriers, with
hb

c,m = DH
t hc,m and hb

s,m = diag(DH
r GmDt) being the

equivalent beamspace communication and sensing channels.
Dt ∈ CNt×Gt and Dr ∈ CNr×Gt are the dictionary uniformly
sampled in beamspace [16].
Definition 1. With the beamspace channels ĥb

c and ĥb
s de-

fined, the communication-sensing (C-S) channel correlation is
quantified as follows:

Cor(hc,G) =
1

KL{ĥb
c , ĥ

b
s}
, (11)

where KL(p, q) =
∑N

n=1 p(n) ln
p(n)
q(n) denotes the Kullback-

Leibler (K-L) divergence.
Proposition 1. Denote R⋆(Pt,hc,G) and CRB⋆(Pt,hc,G) as
a rate-CRB pair on the Pareto boundary of CISAC(Pt,hc,G).
Given Pt, both R⋆(Pt,hc,G) and (CRB⋆(Pt,hc,G))−1 in-
crease with higher C-S channel correlation Cor(hc,G).
Proof. See Appendix A.

B. C-S Channel Correlation Maximization through TTDs

Note that TTDs contribute to adjusting the equivalent wide-
band channels, i.e., h̃c,m = F H

TD,mhc,m and G̃m = GmFTD,m.
we first design TTDs to maximize the C-S channel correlation
by solving

max
T

Cor(h̃c, G̃) (12)

s.t. FTD,m = diag
{

vec
[
eȷ2πfm(T⊗1Lh×Lv )

]}
, (12a)

T [qh, qv] ∈ T . (12b)

Since both the objective and the constraints are complicated,
we conduct an iterative exhaustive search on T [qh, qv] in the
feasible region T in an element-wise manner.
C. Alternating Optimization of fPS and p

After TTDs are fixed, the PSs and the power allocation
across subcarriers are optimized to improve ISAC performance
under the adjusted equivalent channels. fPS and p are opti-
mized in an alternating manner.
Updating fPS:

We first optimize fPS with fixed pm, for maximizing the
antenna array gain at both user and echo reception, which
is consistent with the ISAC performance enhancement. The
problem is formulated as

max
fPS

M∑
m=1

pm

[
∥h̃H

c,mfPS∥22+
η

Nr
∥G̃s,mfPS∥22

]
(13)

s.t. |fPS[n]| = 1, n ∈ [1, Nt], (13a)

where η is the weighting coefficient to balance array gain for
sensing and communications. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity for relaxation, a closed-form solution is

fPS=exp

[
j∠

(
M∑

m=1

√
pm(h̃c,m+

Nr∑
r=1

η

Nr
G̃H

m[r, :])

)]
. (14)

Updating p:
With fPS updated, power allocation across subcarriers is

optimized to minimize the CRB of targets’ angles estimation
while ensuring compliance with the user’s communication rate
requirements, by solving

min
p

CRB(θs,ϕs) (15)

s.t. |hc,m|2pm ⩾ Γ, (15a)

∥p∥1 ⩽
Pt

Nt
, (15b)

where hc,m = h̃H
c,mfPS is the equivalent digital channel, and

Γ is SNR threshold at the user. Note that the objective can be
relaxed as Tr

[
(
∑M

m=1 pmJm)−1
]
⩽ 1

M2

∑M
m=1

1
pm

Tr(J−1
m ) via

Jensen’s inequality, giving rise to
min
p

Tr
(
Q(diag(p))−1

)
(16)

s.t. (15a), (15b),

where Q = diag([Tr(J−1
1 ), · · · ,Tr(J−1

M )]). This problem is a
convex programming and can be solved by CVX.

Algorithm 1 Squint-Aware Optimization-Based ISAC Hybrid
Precoding (SA-Opt)
Input:{hc,m}Mm=1, {Gm}Mm=1, M , Nt, Nr, Qth , Qtv , Pt, η, Γ,
σc, σs, Niter, NAO;
Output:T ,FRF and p;
Steps:

1: Initialize T and fPS randomly, initialize p = Pt
NtM

1;
2: for n = 1 to Niter do
3: for qh = 1 to Qth do
4: for qv = 1 to Qtv do
5: Set T [qh,qv]=argmin

t∈T
Cor(hc,Gs;T [qh,qv]=t);

6: for n = 1 to NAO do
7: Update fPS as (14);
8: Update p by solving (16);

IV. CSP-NET: LOW-COMPLEXITY SQUINT-AWARE
ISAC HYBRID PRECODING

The proposed SA-Opt exhibits high computational complex-
ity due to its exhaustive search and iterative processes. There-
fore, in this section, we present a low-complexity alternative
based on unsupervised learning, termed as the complex-valued
squint-aware hybrid precoding network (CSP-Net).

A. Complex-valued Network Structure

We employ a complex-valued neural network architecture
tailored for complex channels, mainly including complex-
valued convolutional layers, complex-valued fully-connected
(FC) layers, complex-valued batch normalization (BN) layers,
and complex-valued activation functions, as detailed in [17].



The input contains the communication and sensing channels
{hc,m,Gm}Mm=1. We pre-process the channel data as Hm =
hc,mhH

c,m and Gm = Gm respectively. Then the total data
are represented as H = {Hm}Mm=1 ∈ CM×Nt×Nt and G =
{Gm}Mm=1 ∈ CM×Nr×Nt . Following this, we perform power
normalization before inputting them into the neural network.

B. Layer Description

The proposed CSP-Net consists of four parts: Communi-
cation channel feature extraction network (CFE-Net), sensing
channel feature extraction network (SFE-Net), fusion layer
(FL) and parameter design network (PD-Net). The detailed
architecture design of CSP-Net is illustrated in Fig. 2.

1) CFE-Net & SFE-Net: The features from the communi-
cation and sensing channels are extracted respectively by CFE-
Net and SFE-Net. For communication channel data Hin, two
layers of complex convolutional blocks are employed, each
of which includes one complex convolutional layer, one com-
plex ReLU, one complex batch normalization (BN) and one
complex pooling. Similarly, another branch of convolutional
blocks is employed for Gin in SFE-Net. Parameterized by ϕCFE
and ϕSFE, the outputs are represented as Vc = ϕCFE(Hin) and
Vs = ϕSFE(Gin) respectively.

2) Fusion Layer: To further enhance the features from Hin
and Gin and extract the correlation between them, we tailor
the convolutional block attention module (CBAM) in [18] on
[Vc,Vs] with the complex-valued network, including a channel-
based attention and a spatial-based attention. Then the output
is flattened as v for the following precoding design.

3) PD-Net: The values of TTDs, PSs and power alloca-
tion are sequentially predicted through PD-Net. Two complex
FC layers are first employed to predict the value of TTDs,
with complex ReLU and complex sigmoid functions as the
activation functions. However, the output, t̂ ∈ [0, 1]Qt , fails
to satisfy the finite-resolution constraint. Therefore the post-
processing is conducted to project t̂ into the feasible region as
Tout = Q(reshape(tmaxt̂)), where Q(T [qh, qv]) = argmin

t∈T
∥t−

T [qh, qv]∥22. Concatenating v and t̂ as the input of the following
network, we proceed to predict the PSs through one complex
FC layer, and the output is expressed as φ̂ ∈ [0, 1]Nt . Then
PSs are calculated as φout = 2πφ̂. Since the design of
power allocation is determined by both the channels and the
configuration of analog parts, we concatenate v, t̂ and φ̂ to
predict p using another complex FC layer.

The overall parameters in the proposed CSP-Net are ϕCSP =
{ϕCFE, ϕSFE, ϕFL, ϕPD}.

C. Loss Function
We employ an unsupervised learning-based method for the

model training. To achieve the goal of maximizing ISAC utility
with the awareness of the C-S correlation, we customize the
loss function for the i-th sample in the batch as

L(ϕCSP)=−
1

Nb

Nb∑
i=1

Cor(h(i)
c ,G(i);T (i))

Cor⋆(h(i)
c ,G(i);T (i))

[
R

(i)
c

R
(i)
max

+
CRB(i)

min

CRB(i)

]
,

(17)
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Fig. 2: The architecture of CSP-Net.

with Nb denoting the batch size. In offline training stage, CSP-
Net is updated with this loss function by back propagation
in randomly-sampled batches. In the deployment, the channel
data are input to the well-trained CSP-Net, and the values of
TTDs, PSs and power allocation are obtained sequentially.

V. BENCHMARK SCHEME: CONTROLLED BEAM SQUINT

To verify the effectiveness of proposed squint-aware meth-
ods, we further develop a benchmark scheme that directly
controls beam squint for ISAC without correlation adjustment.

1) Analog precoding design: Denote {F ⋆
m}Mm=1 as the

ideal frequency-dependent analog precoding matrices, making
the beams at all subcarriers point to the desired directions
{(θ⋆m, ϕ⋆m)}Mm=1 to guarantee the coverage of both targets
and users. To achieve the ideal array gain, the precoder
at fm is set as the steering vector towards (θ⋆m, ϕ

⋆
m), i.e.,

F ⋆
m = at(θ

⋆
m, ϕ

⋆
m, fm). Subsequently, T and fPS are jointly

designed to approximate F ⋆
m by solving

min
T ,φ

1

M

M∑
m=1

∥FTD,mfPS − F ⋆
m∥2F (18)

s.t. (12a), (12b), (13a).

According to [19], this problem can be equivalently trans-
formed into a convex one as

min
φ,T

1

M

M∑
m=1

Qth∑
qh=1

Qtv∑
qv=1

Lh∑
lh=1

Lv∑
lv=1

|φ[(qh−1)Lh+lh,(qv−1)Lv+lv]

−2fmT [qh,qv]+
fm
fc

[sin θm sinϕm((qh−1)Lh+lh−1)

+cos θm((qv−1)Lv+lv−1)]|2 (19)
s.t. 0 ⩽ T [qh, qv] ⩽ tmax, (19a)

fPS = ejφ, (19b)

and solved by the off-the-shelf toolbox. T is then quantized
to meet the finite-resolution constraint.

2) Power allocation: The remaining task is to optimize p
with T and φ fixed, as detailed in Section III-C.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are presented to evaluate
the performance of the proposed schemes. Unless otherwise
specified, the transceiver-related parameters are set as: Nth =
Ntv = 16, Nt = 256, Nr = 256, Qth = Qtv = 8, Lh = Lv = 2.
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(b) Normalized correlation.
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(c) Rate.
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Fig. 3: Loss and performance versus training epochs.

The central frequency point is fc = 100 GHz, with B = 8 GHz
and M = 32. tmax = 100 ps and Bt = 4. The channel related
parameters are: σβ = 1, σα = 0.6, τmax = 100 ns. K = 3.
The noise variances are σ2

c = σ2
s = 0 dBm. SNR is defined

as Pt
σ2

c
. We define the mean squared interval of angle (MSIA)

between targets and the user as
√∑K

k=1(θs,k−θc)2+(ϕs,k−ϕc)2

2K .
The methods to be evaluated include:

• SA-Opt: The proposed optimization based approach.
• CSP-Net: The proposed learning-aided scheme.
• CBS-ISAC: Controlling beam squint for ISAC coverage.
• Opt w/o TTD: Alternating optimization without TTDs.
• Com-dedicated: Focusing beams to the user.
• Sensing-dedicated: Spreading beams to cover targets.

We first validate the training process of the proposed CSP-
Net. The overall loss decreases significantly during training
and converges after around 10 epochs. Since the correlation
is included in the customized loss function, the C-S channel
correlation increases significantly, beneficial to improvement
of C-S performance. Through the comparison of the ablation
experiments in Table. I, the advantages of the complex-valued
neural network and CBAM in processing channel data and
integrating channel features can be verified respectively.

We then compare the ISAC performance of different
schemes in Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b), under MSIA= 0.1. For com-
munications, SA-Opt outperforms the CBS benchmark at high
SNR with a gain of 2 dB, approaching the communication-
dedicated scheme with perfect alignment for the user. In
terms of sensing, the CRB of SA-Opt also outperforms CBS
with a gain of 1.5 dB and approaches the sensing-dedicated
scheme. This can be attributed to the increased C-S channel
correlation, which enhances the multiplexing of resources
for both functions. Furthermore, the significance of TTDs

TABLE I: Ablation Experiments in CSP-Net
Loss Correlation Rate CRB

CSP-Net -1.915 0.9443 18.52 0.00154
real-valued -1.802 0.9167 18.34 0.00168
w/o CBAM -1.878 0.9388 18.37 0.00158

in tuning this correlation is evident when compared to the
optimization without TTDs. It is worth noting that CSP-Net
also outperforms existing benchmarks, approaching SA-Opt.

Furthermore, we compare these schemes under different
user-target spatial distributions in Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 4(d), fixing
SNR as 10 dB. Due to the limited dispersion of beam squint,
the array gain decreases as the user-target angular separation
increases, and ISAC performance of benchmarks deteriorate
drastically. However, the proposed schemes effectively coun-
teract the performance loss by actively tuning the channels,
suggesting a better adaptation to the spatial distribution.

By comparing the ISAC performance boundaries achieved
through these methods at SNR=10 dB in Fig. 5(a), we
validate the proposed schemes’ effectiveness in enhancing
dual-functional gain across different spatial distributions. The
complexity of these approaches are analyzed in Table. II, and
the running time is compared in Fig. 5(b). SA-Opt achieves
the best ISAC performance among the methods at the cost
of high complexity, while CSP-Net significantly reduces the
complexity to be merely squared with Nt and M , without
a noticeable loss in performance. Therefore SA-Opt is well-
suited for quasi-static environments, whereas CSP-Net is more
effective in time-varying channels.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed two ISAC hybrid pre-
coding approaches for sub-THz systems that incorporate
communication-sensing channel correlation adaptation. Firstly
we introduced a correlation metric specifically designed for
ISAC, followed by optimizing the metric to guide ISAC
precoding. Additionally we presented a learning-aided low-
complexity alternative, CSP-Net. The proposed schemes ef-
fectively enhance the dual-functional gain and demonstrate
robustness across various spatial distributions, highlighting the
significant impact of C-S channel correlation on performance
boundaries. Furthermore, these schemes are compatible with
the existing hardware architectures, offering promising appli-
cations in sub-THz systems.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THE PROPOSITION 1

According to [10], the optimal Rx,m can be expressed as

R⋆
x,m = UmΛmUH

m, (20)

where Um = [A∗
t,m, Ȧ

∗
t,θ,m, Ȧ

∗
t,ϕ,m,at(θc, ϕc, fm)] =

[um,1, · · · ,um,NR ]∈CNt×NR (NR=3K+1) serving as the basis
vectors under the given C-S channels hc and G, and Λm is
positive semi-definite with Λm[n1, n2] = λm,n1,n2

. Then the
achievable rate-CRB on the Pareto boundary is written as

TABLE II: Complexity comparison
Method Complexity
SA-Opt O(NiterQt2Bt (N3

t N
3
r + 2N2

t Nr + 2N2
t ) +

NAO(M((2K)3+12N2
t K

4)+M3 log 1/ϵ)
CSP-Net O(M2(N2

t +NtNr) +Q2
t +N2

t +M2)
CBS-ISAC O(Niter(N

3
t +Q3

t ) log 1/ϵ)
Opt w/o TTD O(NAO(M((2K)3+12N2

t K
4)+M3 log 1/ϵ))
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Fig. 4: ISAC performance comparison.
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Fig. 5: Dual-functional gain & running time comparison.

R⋆
c =

M∑
m=1

log2

[
1 +

1

σ2
c

NR∑
n1=1

NR∑
n2=1

λn1,n2
Ξc,m[n1, n2]

]
,

CRB⋆ ≈ N2
R

[
NR∑
n1

NR∑
n2

λn1,n2Ξs,m[n1, n2]

]−1

, (21)

Ξc,m[n1,n2] = ξc,m,n1,n2
= hb

c,m
H
DH

t um,n1
uH
m,n2

Dth
b
c,m,

Ξs,m[n1, n2] = ξs,m,n1,n2
= uH

m,n1
At,mΣmΣ∗

mAH
t,mum,n2

are both determined by the channels. By solving this multi-
objective optimization, the optimal Λm can be written as

Λ⋆
m = (Ξc,m + γΞs,m)

√
Pt

∥Ξc,m + γΞs,m∥F
. (22)

By substituting (22) into (21), the rate and CRB at Pareto
optimum can be described via Ξc,m and Ξs,m as

R⋆
c=log2

(
1+

1

σ2
c

NR∑
n1

NR∑
n2

√
Pt(ξ

2
c,m,n1,n2

+γξs,m,n1,n2
ξc,m,n1,n2

)

∥Ξc+γΞs∥F

)
,

CRB⋆=N2
R

(
NR∑
n1

NR∑
n2

√
Pt(γξ

2
s,m,n1,n2

+ξs,m,n1,n2
ξc,m,n1,n2

)

∥Ξc+γΞs∥F

)−1

.

Leveraging the sparsity of beamspace channels [16], we denote
the indices of peaks in ĥb

c and ĥb
s as {ψc,m} and {ψs,k,m}.

The similarity of these peaks is defined as Sm(hc,G) =∑K
k=1 I(ψc,m = ψs,k,m) and S(hc,G) =

∑M
m=1 Sm with I(·)

being the indicator function. It can be proved that a higher
Cor(hc,G) gives rise to a higher S(hc,G) [20]. As derived
in (23), as S(hc,G) increases, both ξc,m,n1,n2 and ξs,m,n1,n2

improve, leading to an increase in R⋆
c and a reduction in CRB⋆

along the Pareto boundary. Therefore a higher C-S channel
correlation improves the dual-functional gain.
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ξc,m,n1,n2
≈I(n1=n2=NR)+2I(1⩽n1⩽K,n2=NR)

K∑
k=1

I(ψs,k,m=ψc,m)+I(1⩽n1,n2⩽K)

K∑
k1

K∑
k2

I(ψs,k1,m=ψc,m)I(ψs,k2,m=ψc,m),

ξs,m,n1,n2
≈I(n1=n2=NR)

K∑
k=1

I(ψc,m=ψs,k,m)|Σm[k, k]|2+I(1 ⩽ n1,n2⩽K)

K∑
k=1

|Σm[k, k]|2. (23)


