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Abstract—Reconfigurable antennas possess the capability to
dynamically adjust their fundamental operating characteristics,
thereby enhancing system adaptability and performance. To
fully exploit this flexibility in modern wireless communication
systems, this paper considers a novel tri-hybrid beamforming
architecture, which seamlessly integrates pattern-reconfigurable
antennas with both analog and digital beamforming. The pro-
posed tri-hybrid architecture operates across three layers: (i)
a radiation beamformer in the electromagnetic (EM) domain
for dynamic pattern alignment, (ii) an analog beamformer in
the radio-frequency (RF) domain for array gain enhancement,
and (iii) a digital beamformer in the baseband (BB) domain for
multi-user interference mitigation. To establish a solid theoretical
foundation, we first develop a comprehensive mathematical model
for the tri-hybrid beamforming system and formulate the signal
model for a multi-user multi-input single-output (MU-MISO)
scenario. The optimization objective is to maximize the sum-
rate while satisfying practical constraints. Given the challenges
posed by high pilot overhead and computational complexity, we
introduce an innovative tri-timescale beamforming framework,
wherein the radiation beamformer is optimized over a long-
timescale, the analog beamformer over a medium-timescale, and
the digital beamformer over a short-timescale. This hierarchical
strategy effectively balances performance and implementation
feasibility. Simulation results validate the performance gains
of the proposed tri-hybrid architecture and demonstrate that
the tri-timescale design significantly reduces pilot overhead and
computational complexity, highlighting its potential for future
wireless communication systems.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable antennas, tri-hybrid beamform-
ing, tri-timescale, hybrid beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Future wireless communication systems are expected to

leverage ultra-wide spectrum resources in high-frequency

bands, such as millimeter wave (mmWave), to accommodate

the growing demand for ultra-high data rates [1]. To miti-

gate the severe propagation loss in these frequency bands,

massive multiple-input multiple-output (mMIMO) systems or

extremely large antenna arrays (ELAA) are typically employed

to ensure reliable signal transmission [2]. In conventional

antenna arrays, each antenna element typically exhibits a fixed

and identical radiation patterns that concentrate energy towards

predetermined directions, often perpendicular to the array.

Within this framework, most existing studies focus on signal
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processing-based beamforming techniques, which adjust the

phase and amplitude of signals across antenna elements to

direct beam towards specific directions.

However, the limitations of conventional pattern-fixed an-

tennas are becoming increasingly apparent in emerging ap-

plications, such as ELAA and near-field communications [3].

Specifically, system performance is significantly influenced

not only by array beamforming but also by the radiation

gain of each individual antenna element. While antennas with

narrow, highly energy-concentrated radiation patterns provide

high gain within specific angular ranges, they suffer substantial

performance degradation in the endfire direction due to a

sharp decrease in signal strength. Conversely, antennas with

broader radiation patterns provide wider coverage at the cost of

reduced gain, ultimately compromising the quality of service.

Reconfigurable antenna technology offers a promising so-

lution to the challenges faced by conventional pattern-fixed

antennas by enhancing adaptability [4]-[7]. Reconfigurable

antennas can adapt their internal parameters to modify key

operating characteristics such as radiation patterns [8]-[10],

frequency responses [11], and polarizations [12], [13]. Among

these, radiation pattern reconfiguration is particularly crucial

for wireless communication systems, as it directly impacts

both the transmitted and received signal strength. To enable

flexible control over these characteristics, several hardware

implementations have been developed, such as electronically

steerable parasitic array radiator (ESPAR) antennas [14], fre-

quency selective surfaces (FSS) [15], and pixel antennas [16],

all of which share similar underlying principles and architec-

tures. Typically, a reconfigurable antenna consists of an active

element and multiple parasitic elements, where the connection

states of parasitic elements are dynamically controlled to alter

the current distribution within the antenna, thereby modifying

its electromagnetic (EM) properties. This capability introduces

new degrees of freedom (DoF) in the EM domain, offering

the potential to overcome existing performance limitations and

enable more efficient wireless communication systems.

With significant advancements in reconfigurable antenna

technology, integrating pattern-reconfigurable antennas into

antenna arrays has gained considerable attention in recent

years. For instance, the authors in [17] employ multi-port

network theory and beamspace channel representation to de-

velop an EM-based communication model for pixel antennas,

which is then used to optimize antenna coding for maximizing

channel gain. A similar approach is applied in [14] to construct

an ESPAR antenna model, enabling analysis and optimization

of ESPAR beamforming. Additionally, the authors in [18]
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introduce a decomposition method based on spherical har-

monic functions to model radiation patterns in the EM domain.

This approach decomposes the radiation pattern into a linear

combination of orthogonal bases, facilitating the iterative

design of radiation patterns and digital precoders. While these

studies highlight the advantages of replacing conventional

pattern-fixed antennas with innovative pattern-reconfigurable

ones, they overlook the significant hardware costs and power

consumption incurred by the increasing number of antennas

and operating frequencies. To tackle these issues, existing

literature commonly suggests hybrid beamforming architec-

tures for mMIMO systems, as a power-efficient alternative to

conventional fully-digital beamforming [19].

In hybrid beamforming, analog beamforming controls the

beam direction in the radio frequency (RF) domain, while

digital beamforming performs spatial signal processing in the

baseband (BB) domain, leveraging a reduced number of RF

chains and hardware-efficient phase shifters (PSs). Common

hybrid beamforming architectures, including fully-connected

[20], partially-connected [21], and dynamic architectures [22],

strike a balance between performance and implementation

cost. While recent advances in hardware and power-efficient

hybrid architectures have enabled large-scale MIMO deploy-

ments for 6G and beyond, the limitations of conventional

pattern-fixed antennas remain a significant challenge. To ad-

dress this issue, we propose leveraging the flexibility of

pattern-reconfigurable antenna technology to address the per-

formance degradation caused by fixed radiation patterns, while

utilizing hybrid beamforming to reduce power consumption

without sacrificing performance.

In this paper, we consider a novel tri-hybrid beamform-

ing architecture that integrates pattern-reconfigurable antennas

with both analog and digital beamforming. Specifically, this

tri-hybrid architecture consists of three layers: A radiation

beamformer in the EM domain to align radiation patterns

with desired direction, an analog beamformer in the RF

domain to enhance array gain, and a digital beamformer in the

BB domain to mitigate multi-user interference. The concept

of tri-hybrid architecture was first introduced in [23], [24].

While prior analyses and simulations have demonstrated the

advantages of tri-hybrid beamforming in terms of spectral

efficiency and energy consumption, several critical issues must

be addressed before its practical implementation in future

wireless systems. First, accurate acquisition of instantaneous

channel state information (CSI) becomes more challenging

due to the higher dimensionality of CSI and the limited

number of RF chains, leading to increased pilot overhead and

requiring advanced estimation algorithms. Second, optimizing

the beamformers across all three domains is more complicated

due to parameter coupling, discrete phase-shift constraints, and

the nonlinear characteristics of reconfigurable antennas, etc.

Recently, a two-timescale framework has been proposed

to address system overhead and design complexity in con-

ventional hybrid beamforming. In this framework, the analog

beamformer is optimized based on channel statistics over a

long-timescale, while the digital beamformer is designed using

low-dimensional instantaneous effective CSI over a short-

timescale [25]-[27]. Building on this concept and leverag-

Fig. 1. The hardware prototypes of pattern-reconfigurable

antenna (left [8], right [9]).

ing the unique characteristics of the tri-hybrid architecture,

we propose a novel tri-timescale framework for tri-hybrid

beamforming design, effectively managing practical overhead

and complexity. The main contributions of this paper are

summarized as follows:

• We first develop a comprehensive mathematical model

for the radiation beamformer based on multiple pattern-

reconfigurable antennas, along with the corresponding

virtual angular index channel in the EM domain. Building

upon this model, we derive the formulation of the tri-

hybrid beamforming architecture, establish the signal

model for a multi-user multiple-input single-output (MU-

MISO) system employing this architecture, and present

the associated optimization problem.

• For the tri-hybrid beamforming design, our objective is

to maximize the sum-rate while satisfying constraints on

radiation pattern energy, constant modulus and discrete

phase shifts of PSs, a non-overlapping dynamic connec-

tion network, and the total transmit power budget. To

effectively address the challenges of high pilot overhead

and substantial computational complexity, we propose a

novel tri-timescale beamforming framework, where the

radiation beamformer is optimized over a long-timescale,

the analog beamformer over a medium-timescale, and the

digital beamformer over a short-timescale.

• Extensive simulations are conducted to validate the ca-

pability of the tri-hybrid beamforming architecture in

enhancing system performance, as well as the effective-

ness of the proposed tri-timescale beamforming design

algorithm in reducing pilot overhead and computational

complexity.

Notations: Boldface lower-case and upper-case letters indi-

cate column vectors and matrices, respectively. (·)∗, (·)T , and

(·)H denote the conjugate, transpose, and transpose-conjugate.

|a|, ‖a‖, and ‖A‖F are the magnitude of scalar a, the norm of

vector a, and the Frobenius norm of matrix A. vec(A) stacks

A’s columns into a long column vector. Notation ⊗ is the

Kronecker product of matrices. blkdiag{A1,A2, . . . ,AM}
denotes a block diagonal matrix. 1M and IM represent an

M×1 vector of ones and an M×M identity matrix, respectively.

ℜ{·} denotes the real part of a complex number. The statistical

expectation is given by E{·}. a(i) denotes the i-th entry of the

vector a. A(i, :) and A(i, j) denote the i-th row and (i, j)-th
element of matrix A, respectively.
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Fig. 2. The illustration of a pattern-reconfigurable antenna.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Pattern-reconfigurable Antenna

Pattern-reconfigurable antenna is an advanced technology

that enables dynamic adaptation of radiation patterns to en-

hance signal quality, mitigate interference, and improve cov-

erage in wireless communication systems. Various hardware

implementations have been explored to achieve flexible radi-

ation pattern control, including ESPAR antennas [14], FSS

[15], and pixel antennas [16]. Among these, pixel antenna

technology has emerged as the most practical and versatile

solution for integration into compact antenna arrays. The

hardware prototypes of pixel-based reconfigurable antennas

are illustrated in Fig. 1.

Having demonstrated their feasibility in real-world appli-

cations, we now describe the hardware configuration and

operational principle of the pixel-based pattern-reconfigurable

antennas. As illustrated in Fig. 2, pixel antenna technology

discretizes a continuous antenna surface into electrically small

parasitic elements, called pixels, with a central radiating source

driving the entire antenna. These pixels serving as fundamen-

tal building blocks, utilize low-voltage, binary-controlled pin

diodes to connect or disconnect adjacent pixels. By adjusting

the states of these switches, different pixel topologies are

formed, which modify the current distribution across the

antenna surface. This reconfiguration alters the electric and

magnetic field components radiated by the antenna, enabling

the generation of a diverse set of radiation patterns.

To evaluate the performance improvements brought by

pattern-reconfigurable antennas, it is crucial to establish a

mathematical model for both the radiation pattern and the

corresponding channel characteristics. As aforementioned,

pattern-reconfigurable antennas introduce an additional DoF

in the EM domain, effectively expanding the information

coverage dimension of conventional antennas, from a one-

dimensional spatial representation to an M -dimensional angu-

lar information, where M represents the number of uniform

sampling points in the angular domain. Specifically, a single

reconfigurable radiation pattern (exemplified by the red pattern

in Fig. 2) is characterized over M discrete directions in the EM
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Fig. 3. Tri-hybrid beamforming architecture.

domain and is represented by fEM ∈ RM , with each element

corresponding to the radiation gain in a specific direction.

To model reception characteristics, we introduce the virtual

angular index channel for the pattern-reconfigurable antenna,

denoted as hEM ∈ {0, 1}M , which serves as an index matrix

indicating the spatial angles at which the user is located.

Consequently, the effective gain in the EM domain can be

expressed as GEM = hH
EMfEM, which quantifies the radiation

intensity directed toward the user’s actual spatial angle. By

optimizing the radiation pattern fEM to align with the angular

domain channel characteristics, the correlation between them

can be maximized, leading to enhanced radiation efficiency.

This formulation serves as the foundation for the following

theoretical analysis and optimization.

Inspired by the increased design DoF introduced by pattern-

reconfigurable antennas, we integrate this advanced hardware

component into the conventional hybrid beamforming archi-

tecture and propose a tri-hybrid beamforming framework that

incorporates beamforming across three domains. Specifically,

radiation beamforming in the EM domain is employed to

dynamically shape the radiation pattern, analog beamforming

in the RF domain is utilized to enhance array gain, and digital

beamforming in the BB domain is implemented to mitigate

multi-user interference.

B. Tri-hybrid Beamforming Architecture

To provide a clear illustration of the proposed tri-hybrid

beamforming architecture, we consider a mmWave MU-MISO

downlink communication system, as shown in Fig. 3. Specifi-

cally, a base station (BS) equipped with a uniform linear array

(ULA) serves multiple single-antenna user equipments (UEs).

The BS employs reconfigurable antennas that dynamically

adjust their radiation patterns, while each UE is equipped with

a conventional omnidirectional antenna. The antenna spacing

at the BS is set to d = λ/2, where λ is the center carrier



wavelength. Let Nt , {1, 2, . . . , Nt} denote the set of BS

antennas, K , {1, 2, . . . ,K} denote the set of UEs, and

L , {1, 2, . . . , L} denote the set of propagation paths between

the BS and each UE. In the following, we mathematically

formulate the radiation beamformer FEM in the EM domain,

the analog beamformer FRF in the RF domain and the

digital beamformer FBB in the BB domain, establishing the

foundation for the tri-hybrid beamforming architecture.

EM domain: Building upon the radiation pattern model of a

single pattern-reconfigurable antenna fEM presented in Section

II-A, we extend this model to characterize the programmable

radiation pattern of the entire antenna array at the BS, which

consists of Nt reconfigurable antennas. The resulting radiation

beamformer in the EM domain is expressed in the following

matrix form

FEM , blkdiag{fEM,1, fEM,2, . . . , fEM,Nt} ∈ R
MNt×Nt ,

(1)

where the m-th element of fEM,n represents the radiation

gain of the n-th antenna in the m-th angular direction. To

ensure fairness in pattern design, the total energy of each

antenna’s radiation pattern is restricted and normalized as

‖fEM,n‖2 = 1, ∀n. To further characterize the spatial mapping

of the reconfigurable antennas, we introduce the virtual angular

index channel matrix

HEM,k , INt ⊗HEM,k ∈ {0, 1}MNt×LNt , ∀k, (2)

where HEM,k , [hEM,k,1,hEM,k,2, . . . ,hEM,k,L] ∈
{0, 1}M×L that specifies the spatial angles associated with

the k-th UE. Each column hEM,k,l contains exactly one non-

zero element, indicating the angular direction of the l-th
propagation path for the k-th UE. Consequently, the radiation

gain GEM,k ∈ RLNt×Nt of all antennas towards the k-th UE

can be formulated as

GEM,k = H
H

EM,kFEM

= blkdiag{HH
EM,kfEM,1, . . . ,H

H
EM,kfEM,Nt},

(3)

where the l-th entry of HH
EM,kfEM,n represents the actual

radiation gain of the n-th antenna towards the l-th direction

for the k-th UE. In summary, the matrices FEM and HEM,k

mathematically capture the additional degrees of freedom

introduced by reconfigurable antennas, enabling a more flex-

ible and adaptive radiation beamforming strategy in the EM

domain.

RF domain: We adopt a dynamic-subarray analog beam-

forming architecture, where each RF chain is adaptively con-

nected to a disjoint subset of the total transmit antennas via

a switch network. By fully exploiting the design flexibility

of dynamic antenna selection, this architecture achieves an

optimal balance between system efficiency and communication

performance. Without loss of generality, we assume that the

number of RF chains NRF is not less than the number

of UEs K , i.e., NRF ≥ K , and the set of RF chains is

denoted as NRF , {1, 2, . . . , NRF}. The analog beamformer

employs a set of low-resolution PSs, each following a constant

modulus constraint with quantized phase control of B bits. The

discrete phase set of PSs is given by F , { 1√
Nt

e
2πb

2B |b =

0, 1, . . . , 2B − 1}. To facilitate dynamic-subarray beamform-

ing, we define the analog beamformer matrix as FRF ∈
{F , 0}Nt×NRF , which implies that if the lRF-th RF chain is

connected to the n-th antenna, the corresponding phase-shift

takes a non-zero value, i.e., FRF(n, lRF) ∈ F ; if not, it is

set as zero, i.e., FRF(n, lRF) = 0. Moreover, to ensure non-

overlapping subarrays, each antenna is dynamically assigned

to only one RF chain, meaning that the analog beamformer

matrix is restricted to have only one non-zero element per

row, i.e., ‖FRF(n, :)‖0 = 1.

BB domain: We exploit the digital beamformer FBB ,

[fBB,1, fBB,2, . . . , fBB,K ] ∈ CNRF×K to pre-process transmit-

ted signals in the BB domain, addressing the limitation of hav-

ing fewer RF chains, which restricts direct control over each

antenna’s signal. This procedure effectively mitigates multi-

user interference and enhances overall system performance.

C. Channel Model

After establishing the mathematical formulation of the tri-

hybrid beamforming architecture, our focus now shifts to

developing a comprehensive channel model that accommo-

dates the expanded dimensionality introduced by the pattern-

reconfigurable antenna array. Specifically, unlike conventional

channel models that primarily account for path loss and

spatial phase gradients, the proposed model incorporates the

virtual angular index channel matrix HEM,k, ∀k in (2). This

integration enables an explicit representation of the angular

characteristics of each propagation path. Furthermore, when

combined with the radiation beamformer FEM in (1), it en-

ables the determination of the radiation intensity GEM,k, ∀k in

(3), facilitating a more precise characterization of the system’s

electromagnetic behavior.

To establish a foundation for the innovative channel model

of the pattern-reconfigurable antenna array, we first present

the traditional mmWave channel model. Due to the sparse

scattering characteristics of the mmWave band, the channel

typically consists of a few dominant clusters, each containing

multiple propagation paths [28]. Let C , {1, 2, . . . , C} denote

the set of scattering clusters, and Lc , {1, 2, . . . , Lc} denote

the set of multi-path rays within the c-th scattering cluster.

The channel between the n-th antenna and the k-th UE can

be expressed as

hk,n =

C∑

c=1

Lc∑

lc=1

αk,c,lce
− 2π

λ
(n−1)d sin θk,c,lc , ∀k, n, (4)

where θk,c,lc and αk,c,lc denote the angle of departure (AoD)

and channel gain corresponding to the lc-th ray in the c-
th scattering cluster, respectively. The AoD θk,c,lc can be

described as

θk,c,lc = θk,c +∆θk,lc , ∀k, c, lc, (5)

where θk,c denotes the nominal AoD of the c-th scattering

cluster for the k-th UE, and ∆θk,lc denotes the angular

deviation of the lc-th ray from the nominal direction, fol-

lowing Gaussian distribution ∆θk,lc ∼ N (0, ς2k,c), with ςk,c
indicating the angle spread. The channel gain involves the

typically distance-dependent path loss with rk,c,lc representing



the propagation distance. It follows the same modeling as in

(5), i.e., rk,c,lc = rk,c + ∆rk,lc , where ∆rk,lc ∼ N (0, ι2k,c).
For better clarity in the subsequent channel model formulation,

we define L ,
∑C

c=1 Lc as the total number of paths. With

this notation, the channel model in (4) can be reformulated in

a more compact form as follows

hk,n =

L∑

l=1

αk,le
− 2π

λ
(n−1)d sin θk,l , ∀k, n. (6)

Furthermore, the integration of pattern-reconfigurable anten-

nas extends the channel representation from a one-dimensional

to an M -dimensional formulation by incorporating additional

EM domain channel information, i.e., HEM,k, ∀k in (2).

Specifically, the dimension-extended channel for the n-th

pattern-reconfigurable antenna, denoted as hk,n ∈ CM , is

expressed as follows

hk,n =
L∑

l=1

(αk,le
− 2π

λ
(n−1)d sin θk,l)⊗ hEM,k,l, ∀k, n. (7)

Following this formulation, by stacking the channel vec-

tors hk,n, ∀n of all Nt antennas, we obtain the com-

plete channel vector for the k-th UE, given by hk ,

[hT
k,1,h

T
k,2, . . . ,h

T
k,Nt

]T ∈ CMNt . The corresponding expres-

sion can be explicitly formulated as

hk =

L∑

l=1

(αk,lak,l)⊗ hEM,k,l, ∀k, (8)

where

ak,l , [1, e−2π
λ

d sin θk,l , . . . , e− 2π
λ

(Nt−1)d sin θk,l ]T , ∀k, l,
(9)

denotes the steering vector. By applying the Kronecker product

formula and rearranging the order of summation, (8) can be

equivalently expressed as

hk = vec(HEM,kH
T
S,k), ∀k, (10)

with

HS,k = [αk,1ak,1, αk,2ak,2, . . . , αk,Lak,L] ∈ C
Nt×L, ∀k,

(11)

representing the spatial domain channel. Additionally, to en-

hance clarity and brevity, the EM domain channel and spatial

domain channel can be separated into two independent multi-

plicative expressions, which yields

hk = HEM,khS,k, ∀k, (12)

where HEM,k ∈ {0, 1}MNt×LNt is defined in (2) containing

the EM domain channel information, and hS,k , vec(HT
S,k) ∈

CLNt includes the spatial domain channel information.

D. System Model

In the MU-MISO downlink system shown in Fig. 3, the

transmitted signal is first processed by the digital beamformer

FBB in the BB domain, followed by the analog beamformer

FRF in the RF domain and subsequently shaped by the

radiation beamformer FEM in the EM domain, before being

radiated by the pattern-reconfigurable antennas. After propa-

gating through the spatial channel, it is finally received by the

UE. Based on the above mathematical definition, the signal

received by the k-th UE is given by

yk = h
H

S,kH
H

EM,kFEMFRFFBBx+ nk, ∀k, (13)

where x , [x1, x2, . . . , xK ]T ∈ CK denotes the transmit-

ted symbols of K UEs that satisfies E{xxH} = IK , and

nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
k) denotes the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) at the k-th UE. The signal-to-interference-plus-noise

ratio (SINR) of the k-th UE can be calculated as

SINRk =
|hH

S,kH
H

EM,kFEMFRFfBB,k|2
∑K

j=1,j 6=k |h
H

S,kH
H

EM,kFEMFRFfBB,j |2 + σ2
k

, ∀k,

(14)

and the corresponding achievable rate can be calculated as

Rk = log2(1 + SINRk). (15)

E. Problem Formulation

In this paper, based on the tri-hybrid beamforming architec-

ture, we propose to jointly design the radiation beamformer

FEM in the EM domain, the analog beamformer FRF in the

RF domain, and the digital beamformer FBB in the BB domain

to maximize the sum-rate, while satisfying the constraints of

radiation pattern energy, constant modulus and discrete phases

of PSs, non-overlapping dynamic connection network, and

total transmit power budget. Thus, the joint three domain

beamformer optimization problem with full instantaneous CSI

is formulated as

max
FEM,FRF,FBB

K∑

k=1

Rk (16a)

s.t. ‖fEM,n‖2 = 1, ∀n, (16b)

FRF(n, lRF) ∈ {F , 0}, ∀n, lRF, (16c)

‖FRF(n, :)‖0 = 1, ∀n, (16d)

‖FRFFBB‖2F ≤ Pt, (16e)

where Pt is the transmit power budget.

Within this tri-hybrid beamforming architecture, accurately

acquiring instantaneous CSI is a significant challenge. The

analog beamformer in the RF domain suffers from inherent

undersampling, while the need to estimate instantaneous CSI

for all possible radiation patterns in the EM domain leads to

excessive pilot overhead. Moreover, the real-time computation

of beamforming matrices across all three domains imposes

high computational complexity, severely impacting system

processing efficiency. To address these issues, we propose

an innovative tri-timescale framework tailored for tri-hybrid

beamforming design. This framework decomposes the original

non-convex optimization problem in (16) into three indepen-

dent subproblems, each solvable at a different timescale. This

decomposition significantly reduces pilot overhead, enhances

computational tractability, and improves overall system effi-

ciency.
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Fig. 4. The frame structure of tri-timescale tri-hybrid beamforming.

III. TRI-TIMESCALE BEAMFORMING DESIGNS

A. Tri-timescale Framework

The tri-hybrid beamforming architecture presents significant

practical challenges, including high channel estimation over-

head and computational complexity. Estimating the full CSI

and jointly optimizing beamformers across all three domains in

every time-slot is computationally infeasible. To address this,

we propose a tri-timescale beamforming framework that effec-

tively balances practical feasibility and system performance,

as illustrated in Fig. 4.

The overall time domain corresponds to the channel statis-

tics coherence time, during which the statistical distribution

of the channel remains stable. This period is structured hierar-

chically, with beamforming operations executed across three

distinct timescales, as detailed below:

• Long-timescale: The total duration is divided into TL

super-frames, denoted as TL , {1, 2, . . . , TL}. In each

super-frame, the BS extracts high-dimensional channel

information of the scattering cluster core to design the ra-

diation beamformer, ensuring radiation pattern alignment

in the EM domain.

• Medium-timescale: Each super-frame consists of TM

frames, defined as TM , {1, 2, . . . , TM}. In each frame,

the BS acquires a statistical channel sample of multi-path

rays within the scattering clusters to update the analog

beamformer, enhancing array gain in the RF domain.

• Short-timescale: Each frame is further divided into TS

time-slots, referred to as the channel coherence time, rep-

resented as TS , {1, 2, . . . , TS}. In each time-slot, the BS

obtains an instantaneous low-dimensional effective CSI

to refine the digital beamformer, mitigating multi-user

interference and accounting for fast channel fluctuations

in the BB domain.

This hierarchical framework significantly reduces channel

estimation overhead while ensuring efficient beamforming

adaptation across different domains and timescales. In the

following subsections, we provide a detailed description of

the channel estimation processes and beamforming design

procedures based on this tri-timescale framework.

B. Long-timescale EM Domain Design

1) Long-timescale EM domain Channel Estimation: Given

the specific scattering cluster characteristics described in (4),

the angles of the multi-path rays within each scattering cluster

exhibit only limited fluctuations around the cluster core. This

observation implies that real-time radiation patterns adaptation

based on instantaneous CSI is unnecessary. Instead, aligning

radiation patterns with the nominal angles of scattering clusters

is sufficient to maintain robust communication performance,

while significantly reducing channel estimation overhead and

beamforming design complexity. Therefore, over the long-

timescale, our objective is to estimate the nominal angles and

average channel gains of the scattering clusters, which serve

as the foundation for radiation beamforming optimization.

Specifically, we employ the Capon algorithm to construct

the angular power spectrum (APS) based on the channel co-

variance matrix, enabling precise spatial domain analysis [29].

To illustrate the channel estimation process, we consider the k-

th UE as an example. By accumulating spatial-channel samples

over the medium-timescale, the average channel covariance

matrix at the tL-th super-frame is given by

R
(tL)
k =

1

tLTM

tL∑

tl=1

TM∑

tM=1

h̃
(t)
S,k(h̃

(t)
S,k)

H , ∀k, tL, (17)

where t = (tl − 1)TM + tM is defined for brevity and h̃S,k

represents the estimated channel excluding the influence of the

radiation patterns, given by

h̃S,k =

L∑

l=1

αk,lak,l, ∀k. (18)

Then, the APS can be derived as

ρ
(tL)
k (θ) =

1

eH(θ)(R
(tL)
k )−1e(θ)

, ∀k, tL, (19)

with

e(θ) , [1, e− 2π
λ

d sin θ, . . . , e− 2π
λ

(Nt−1)d sin θ]T ∈ C
Nt . (20)

Since the APS reflects the power distribution across the



angular domain, each peak in the APS physically represents

the presence of a distinct scattering cluster in the propagation

environment. Thus, the number of the peaks in ρ
(tL)
k (θ) that

exceed a specified threshold directly provides the estimated

number of scattering clusters C. For each of these peaks,

the corresponding angle value and power value indicate the

estimated nominal angle θk,c and the average channel gain

αk,c of the corresponding scattering cluster, respectively. In

conclusion, referring to (12), we can construct the EM domain

channel, which serves as the foundation for the long-timescale

EM domain radiation beamformer design, which yields

hC,k = HEM,khS,k ∈ C
MNt , (21)

where the term hS,k ∈ CCNt encapsulates the spatial do-

main channel characteristics of C scattering cluster cores and

HEM,k ∈ {0, 1}MNt×CNt indicates the angle information of

the scattering clusters.

2) Long-timescale Radiation Beamformer Design: Notably,

over the long-timescale, the EM domain radiation beamformer

FEM mainly aims to establish a basic pattern alignment with

the scattering cluster core. This optimization requires only the

channel information of the scattering cluster core, i.e., the

estimated nominal angles and average channel gains of the

scattering clusters. Consequently, we substitute the instanta-

neous multi-path channel hk in the SINR expression (14) and

the sum-rate formulation (15) with the scattering cluster core

channel hC,k, defining the long-timescale sum-rate Rk as our

optimization objective. Given a fixed analog beamformer FRF

and digital beamformer FBB, the long-timescale EM domain

radiation beamforming design problem is then formulated as

max
FEM

K∑

k=1

Rk (22a)

s.t. ‖fEM,n‖2 = 1, ∀n. (22b)

Considering the hardware implementability of pixel-based

pattern-reconfigurable antennas, we adopt a practical approach

by selecting the optimal radiation pattern from a predefined

set, rather than designing arbitrary patterns with unrestricted

directions and shapes. This approach ensures a balance be-

tween implementation efficiency and real-world hardware con-

straints. To be specific, the EM domain radiation beamformer

is formulated as

FEM , FpatSEM, (23)

where Fpat , INt ⊗ Fpat ∈ RMNt×PNt with Fpat ∈
RM×P representing a predefined radiation pattern dictio-

nary that contains the radiation gains of P candidate pat-

terns over M spatial sampling angles. The matrix SEM ,

blkdiag{sEM,1, sEM,2, . . . , sEM,Nt} ∈ {0, 1}PNt×Nt denotes

the EM domain pattern selection matrix, where each sEM,n ∈
{0, 1}P selects a single optimal pattern from the dictionary

for the n-th antenna, i.e., ‖sEM,n‖1 = 1. Based on this

formulation, the original problem in (22) is equivalently trans-

formed into a more practical optimization problem focused

on optimizing the EM-domain pattern selection matrix SEM,

given by

max
SEM

K∑

k=1

Rk (24a)

s.t. sEM,n(p) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀n, p, (24b)

‖sEM,n‖1 = 1, ∀n. (24c)

The non-convex optimization problem in (24) poses signif-

icant challenges due to the fractional and logarithmic terms

in the objective function (24a), as well as the non-smooth,

non-convex Boolean constraint in (24b). To address these

difficulties, we first apply the fractional programming (FP)

method to reformulate the objective function (24a) into a poly-

nomial expression, making it more tractable. Subsequently, we

transform the Boolean constraint (24b) into a quadratic penalty

term with a box constraint and leverage the majorization-

minimization (MM) method to facilitate efficient optimization.

Firstly, by employing the Lagrangian dual reformulation

and introducing auxiliary variable µ , [µ1, µ2, . . . , µK ]T , the

objective function (24) can be transformed to

K∑

k=1

log2(1 + µk)−
K∑

k=1

µk

+

K∑

k=1

(1 + µk)|hH
C,kFEMFRFfBB,k|2

∑K

j=1 |hH
C,kFEMFRFfBB,j|2 + σ2

k

,

(25)

which is equivalent to the original objective function (24a)

when the auxiliary variable µ has the optimal value

µk =
|hH

C,kFEMFRFfBB,k|2
∑K

j=1,j 6=k |hH
C,kFEMFRFfBB,j |2 + σ2

k

, ∀k. (26)

However, the summation of fractional terms in (25) still

hinders a straightforward solution. Thus, we further adopt the

quadratic transform to convert it into

2
√
1 + µkℜ{ξ∗khH

C,kFEMFRFfBB,k} − |ξk|2Dk, ∀k, (27)

where ξ , [ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξK ]T is the auxiliary variable and

Dk ,
∑K

j=1 |hH
C,kFEMFRFfBB,j|2+σ2

k is utilized to simplify

the expression. The expression (27) is equivalent to the last

fractional term in (25) when the auxiliary variable ξ has the

optimal value

ξk =

√
1 + µkh

H
C,kFEMFRFfBB,k

Dk

, ∀k. (28)

Based on the above derivation, the objective function can be

reformulated as

K∑

k=1

[
log2(1 + µk)− µk

+ 2
√
1 + µkℜ{ξ∗khH

C,kFEMFRFfBB,k} − |ξk|2Dk

]
.

(29)

In order to facilitate the subsequent transformation, (29) can

be rewritten as the following concise form

K∑

k=1

[
log2(1 + µk)− µk − |ξk|2σ2

k

]
+ δ, (30)



where we define

δ ,

K∑

k=1

[
2
√
1 + µkℜ{ξ∗khH

C,kFEMFRFfBB,k}

− |ξk|2
K∑

j=1

|hH
C,kFEMFRFfBB,j |2

]
.

(31)

Having the optimal auxiliary variables µ and ξ, maximizing

(30) is equivalent to maximizing the term δ. Consequently, we

can recast the optimization problem as

max
SEM

δ (32a)

s.t. sEM,n(p) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀n, p, (32b)

‖sEM,n‖1 = 1, ∀n. (32c)

After dealing with the objective function, we turn to tackle

the neither smooth nor convex Boolean constraint (32b). As

stated in [30], the Boolean constraint (32b) can be transformed

into an optimization problem of maximizing a quadratic term

with a box constraint, which yields

max
SEM

sTEM(sEM − 1) (33a)

s.t. sEM,n(p) ∈ [0, 1], ∀n, p, (33b)

where sEM , [sTEM,1, s
T
EM,2, . . . , s

T
EM,Nt

]T ∈ R
PNt is intro-

duced for brevity and the binary variable SEM has been relaxed

to be continuous. Then, we can incorporate the objective

function (33a) as a penalty term into the problem (32) with a

box constraint (33b), which is given by

max
SEM

δ + ̺1s
T
EM(sEM − 1) (34a)

s.t. sEM,n(p) ∈ [0, 1], ∀n, p, (34b)

‖sEM,n‖1 = 1, ∀n, (34c)

where ̺1 is the penalty parameter. The newly constructed

objective function (34a) contains a non-concave quadratic term

related to the variable SEM. Hence, we employ the MM

approach in [31] to convert it into a linear form at the current

point s
(q)
EM in the q-th iteration, which can be expressed as

sTEM(sEM− 1) ≥ 2(s
(q)
EM)T sEM − (s

(q)
EM)T s

(q)
EM − sTEM1. (35)

Finally, the optimization problem for designing the EM do-

main pattern selection matrix is formulated as

max
SEM

δ + ̺1(2s
(q)
EM − 1)T sEM (36a)

s.t. sEM,n(p) ∈ [0, 1], ∀n, p, (36b)

‖sEM,n‖1 = 1, ∀n, (36c)

which is convex and can be easily tackled by off-the-shelf

solver CVX. With the optimal EM domain pattern selection

matrix SEM and the known radiation pattern dictionary Fpat,

the radiation beamformer is constructed as FEM , FpatSEM

in (23).

C. Medium-timescale RF Domain Design

1) Medium-timescale RF Domain Channel Estimation: The

presence of reconfigurable antennas inherently couples the

spatial-domain channel with the radiation pattern gains, as

characterized in (12). Conventional channel estimation tech-

niques designed for hybrid architectures do not account for this

coupling, leading to estimation inaccuracies due to the neglect

of radiation pattern effects on the measured channel [32], [33].

To address this limitation, it is essential to refine traditional

estimation methods. Leveraging the inherent sparsity of the

scattering cluster channel, we employ a compressed sensing

(CS) algorithm for efficient channel estimation. Specifically,

we construct a revised dictionary matrix that explicitly incor-

porates the impact of pattern-reconfigurable antennas, enabling

a more accurate representation of the spatial-domain channel

characteristics. This enhancement not only improves channel

estimation accuracy but also facilitates a more robust and

adaptive beamforming strategy, ultimately enhancing overall

system performance.

Initially, the RF domain channel to be estimated is expressed

as

hRF,k , FH
EMHEM,khS,k, ∀k, (37)

where FH
EMHEM,k reflects the radiation gains of the recon-

figurable antennas based on the fixed radiation beamformer

determined in the long-timescale, and it is apparent that this

term is coupled with the spatial channel hS,k. During the

training phase, all UEs simultaneously transmit pilot signals

on distinct frequency tones to the BS in the uplink. Taking the

k-th UE as an example, the received signal at the BS is given

by

yk =
√
PtW

H
k hRF,k +WH

k nk

=
√
PtW

H
k ADzk +WH

k nk

= Qkzk +WH
k nk, ∀k,

(38)

where Wk ∈ CNt×NBeam is the training beamformer with

NBeam denoting the number of training beams, AD ∈ C
Nt×M

is the refined dictionary matrix incorporating the effects of

pattern-reconfigurable antennas, zk is a sparse vector with non-

zero elements corresponding to the spatial angles, and Qk ,√
PtW

H
k AD is the sensing matrix.

The conventional dictionary matrix consists of a set of steer-

ing vectors corresponding to uniformly distributed candidate

angles, given by

E = [e(θ1), e(θ2), . . . , e(θM )] ∈ C
Nt×M , (39)

where each column e(θm) represents a steering vector pointing

toward the angle θm = πm/M, m = 1, 2, . . . ,M . To explic-

itly account for the influence of the reconfigurable antenna

pattern on the channel representation, we refine the dictionary

matrix as

AD(:,m) = FEM(:,m)⊙ e(θm), ∀m, (40)

where FEM(:,m) characterizes the radiation gains of the Nt

antennas in the direction of θm. This formulation effectively

integrates both radiation pattern effects and angular informa-

tion, enabling a more accurate estimation of spatial channel

characteristics.

Subsequently, the channel estimation problem can be for-



mulated as a sparse recovery problem:

min
zk

‖yk −Qkzk‖2 (41a)

s.t. ‖zk‖0 = L. (41b)

This problem is typically solved using the orthogonal match-

ing pursuit (OMP) algorithm, which iteratively selects the

most relevant dictionary elements to approximate the signal.

The iterations continue until the residual error falls below a

predefined threshold or the sparsity constraint is met. The

implementation details of the OMP algorithm and the design of

the training hybrid beamformer follow the principles outlined

in [32], [33]. For brevity, these details are omitted here.

2) Medium-timescale Analog Beamformer Design: With

the radiation beamformer FEM determined in the long-

timescale, we now focus on designing the analog beamformer

in the medium-timescale based on the statistical CSI of multi-

path rays. Given the statistical information of the channel,

the objective function is adjusted to maximize the ergodic

sum-rate, ensuring robust performance over average channel

conditions. Thus, the analog beamformer design problem in

the medium-timescale is formulated as follows

max
FRF

K∑

k=1

R̃k (42a)

s.t. FRF(n, lRF) ∈ {F , 0}, ∀n, lRF, (42b)

‖FRF(n, :)‖0 = 1, ∀n, (42c)

where (42a) defines the ergodic sum-rate R̃k , EHRF{Rk},

evaluated over the RF domain channel samples, denoted as

HRF , [hRF,1,hRF,2, . . . ,hRF,K ] ∈ C
Nt×K with hRF,k

given in (37). Notably, in this RF domain analog beamformer

design problem, the power constraint is not explicitly imposed

since the digital beamformer can be subsequently adjusted to

satisfy it.

Unlike conventional statistical CSI-based beamforming ap-

proaches that require explicit knowledge of the channel statis-

tics, we adopt an online learning framework that incrementally

updates the channel statistical information by observing one

channel sample at a time. This learning-based approach sig-

nificantly reduces measurement overhead and latency, making

it particularly well-suited for the tri-hybrid beamforming ar-

chitecture. However, solving (42) is challenging due to the

combination of discrete phase constraints in (42b) and the

sparsity constraint in (42c), which collectively impose a highly

non-convex set for FRF. To overcome these challenges, we

decompose the analog beamformer into two components:

FRF , SRFFset, (43)

where SRF ∈ {0, 1}Nt×NRF2
B

is the RF domain phase-shift

selection matrix and Fset is defined as Fset , INRF ⊗ fset
with

fset ,
1√
Nt

[
1, e− 2π

2B , . . . , e−
2π(2B−1)

2B

]T
, (44)

containing all possible phase-shifts for a low-resolution PS.

The binary matrix SRF encodes phase-shift selections, where

SRF(n, lRFB) = 1 indicates that the n-th antenna is assigned

to the lRFB/2
B-th RF chain with the corresponding phase-shift

value given by Fset(lRFB, lRFB/2
B). With Fset predefined,

the analog beamformer design problem (42) can be equiva-

lently formulated as

max
SRF

K∑

k=1

R̃k (45a)

s.t. SRF(n, lRFB) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀n, lRFB, (45b)

‖SRF(n, :)‖1 = 1, ∀n, (45c)

where the sum-rate expression in (45a) can be recast as

R̃k = log(1 +
|hH

RF,kSRFFsetfBB,k|2
∑K

j=1,j 6=k |hH
RF,kSRFFsetfBB,j|2 + σ2

k

), ∀k.

(46)

The primary challenges in solving this problem stem from

the stochastic nature of the objective function (45a), which

lacks a closed-form expression, and the non-smooth, non-

convex Boolean constraint (45b). To address these issues, we

employ a stochastic successive convex approximation (SSCA)

framework [25], which iteratively refines the beamformer

based on observed channel realizations. The expectation in the

objective function is approximated using a quadratic surrogate

function, allowing for online adaptation without requiring

explicit statistical knowledge of the channel. Furthermore, the

Boolean constraint is handled using a penalty-based approach,

similar to the method described in Section III-B.

First, we construct a recursive quadratic surrogate function

for the objective function (45a), leveraging both current and

past channel samples. This iterative approach enables the BS

to gradually learn the statistical properties of the channel

by continuously accumulating channel observations, thereby

enhancing beamforming performance over time and ensuring

convergence. For convenience in the following expressions, we

define g0(sRF;HRF) , Rk, and introduce sRF , vec(SRF).

At the tM-th recursion, based on the acquired channel

sample H
(tM)
RF and the previous analog beamformer s

(tM)
RF , we

can substitute (45a) with a quadratic surrogate function as

follows

f (tM)(sRF)=v(tM)
sRF

+(v(tM)
sRF

)T (sRF−s
(tM)
RF )−τ‖sRF−s

(tM)
RF ‖2,

(47)

where τ > 0 is a constant ensuring strong convexity of

τ‖sRF − s
(tM)
RF ‖2. The term v

(tM)
sRF serves as an approximation

of the objective function value EHRF{g0(sRF;HRF)}, which

is updated recursively as

v(tM)
sRF

= (1− η(tM))v(tM−1)
sRF

+ η(tM)g0(s
(tM)
RF ;H

(tM)
RF ), (48)

where η(tM) ∈ (0, 1] is a properly chosen sequence to

satisfy convergence requirements. Similarly, the gradient

term v
(tM)
sRF is an approximation of the partial derivative

of EHRF{g0(sRF;HRF)} with respect to sRF, evaluated at

sRF = s
(tM)
RF . This is recursively computed as

v(tM)
sRF

= (1− η(tM))v(tM−1)
sRF

+ η(tM)∇sRFg0(s
(tM)
RF ;H

(tM)
RF ).

(49)



The gradient of g0(sRF;HRF) with respect to sRF is given by

∇sRFg0(sRF;HRF) =

K∑

k=1

(∑K

i ek,i

Γk

−
∑K

i6=k ek,i

Γ−k

)
, (50)

where we define

Γk=
K∑

i

∣∣hH
RF,kSRFFsetfBB,i

∣∣2 + σ2
k, ∀k, (51a)

Γ−k=
K∑

i6=k

∣∣hH
RF,kSRFFsetfBB,i

∣∣2 + σ2
k, ∀k, (51b)

ek,i= 2ℜ{vec((hRF,kh
H
RF,k)SRF(FsetfBB,if

H
BB,iF

H
set))}.

(51c)

Due to space limitations, we omit the detailed derivations here.

The surrogate function f (tM)(sRF) in (47) provides a concave

approximation of the original stochastic objective function

EHRF{g0(sRF;HRF)} in (45a), enabling efficient processing

of problem (45) without explicitly computing the expectation.

To deal with the Boolean constraint (45b), we employ the

same technique as specified in (33)-(35). As a result, the

analog beamformer design problem is formulated as

max
SRF

f (tM)(sRF) + ̺2(2s
(tM)
RF − 1)T sRF (52a)

s.t. SRF(n, lRFB) ∈ [0, 1], ∀n, lRFB, (52b)

‖SRF(n, :)‖1 = 1, ∀n, (52c)

in which ̺2 denotes the penalty parameter. The resulting

problem can be efficiently solved using a variety of existing

methods or convex optimization solvers. Once the optimal

solution, denoted as S
(tM)

RF , is obtained, the phase-shift se-

lection matrix SRF is updated to incorporate both the newly

computed solution and the previous information. This update

is performed using the following recursive expression:

S
(tM+1)
RF = (1− η(tM))S

(tM)
RF + η(tM)S

(tM)

RF . (53)

With the updated phase-shift selection matrix S
(tM+1)
RF , the

analog beamformer is then constructed as F
(tM+1)
RF =

S
(tM+1)
RF Fset.

D. Short-timescale Digital Beamformer Design

In the tS-th short time-slot of the tM-th frame, the digital

beamformer is updated while keeping the radiation beam-

former FEM and the analog beamformer FRF fixed. The

update relies on the instantaneous low-dimensional effective

CSI, denoted as H
(tS)
e = (H

(tS)
RF )HF

(tM)
RF ∈ CK×NRF , which

is obtained from the processing of pilot signals in the BB

domain. To design the digital beamformer, we apply the classic

minimum mean square error (MMSE) method. The resulting

digital beamformer is given by

F̃
(tS)
BB = (H(tS)

e )H
(
H(tS)

e (H(tS)
e )H + σ2

kIK

)−1

. (54)

Finally, to ensure compliance with the total power constraint,

the digital beamformer is normalized as

F
(tS)
BB =

√
Pt F̃

(tS)
BB

‖F(tM)
RF F̃

(tS)
BB ‖F

. (55)

Algorithm 1 The proposed tri-timescale tri-hybrid beamform-

ing design algorithm.

Initialize FEM,FRF,FBB.
Step 1: Long-timescale EM domain design at the tL-th super-

frame

• High-dimensional scattering cluster core channel estimation

– Calculate the channel covariance matrix R
(tL)
k ,∀k by (17).

– Derive the APS ρ
(tL)
k (θ),∀k as (19).

– Estimate the nominal angles θk,c,∀k, c, and average channel
gains αk,c,∀k, c, of the scattering clusters.

– Construct the EM domain channel h
(tL)
C,k by (21).

• Radiation beamformer design

– Calculate EM domain pattern selection matrix SEM.

while no convergence of SEM do
Update µ by (26).
Update ξ by (28).
Update pattern selection matrix SEM by solving (36).

end while

– Construct the radiation beamformer F
(tL)
EM by (23).

Step 2: Medium-timescale RF domain design at the tM-th frame

• Statistical high-dimensional multi-path rays channel estimation

– Construct the modified dictionary matrix A
(tM)
D by (40).

– Solve the channel estimation problem (41) by the OMP
algorithm.

– Construct the RF domain channel h
(tM)
RF,k,∀k, by (37).

• Analog beamformer design

– Update the surrogate function (47) based on H
(tM)
RF ,S

(tM)
RF .

– Calculate the optimal S
(tM)
RF using (52).

– Update S
(tM+1)
RF according to (53).

– Construct the analog beamformer F
(tM+1)
RF by (43).

Step 3: Short-timescale BB domain design at the tS-th time-slot

• Instantaneous low-dimensional effective channel estimation

– Observe an instantaneous low-dimensional effective channel
sample H

(tS)
e .

• Digital beamformer design

– With fixed F
(tL)
EM and F

(tM)
RF , calculate the digital beamformer

F
(tS)
BB according to (54) and (55).

E. Summary, Complexity and Overhead Analysis

1) Summary: Based on the above derivations, the proposed

tri-timescale tri-hybrid beamforming design is straightforward

and summarized in Algorithm 1. After appropriately initial-

izing the beamforming matrices FEM, FRF and FBB across

the three domains, the algorithm iteratively acquires the corre-

sponding channel information and updates these matrices over

the three timescales, respectively.

2) Complexity Analysis: Next, we provide a brief analysis

of the algorithmic complexity. The primary computational

complexity lies in calculating the EM domain pattern se-

lection matrix SEM in (36) over the long-timescale, and

determining the phase-shift selection matrix SRF in (52)

over the medium-timescale. Specifically, the computational

complexity of solving problem (36) in each super-frame over

the long-timescale, which involves an NtP -dimensional vari-

able and requires handling 2NtP second-order cone (SOC)

constraints, is of order O{√2NtP +Nt + 1NtP (N2
t P

2 +
2NtP + Nt)} [34]. Similarly, the computational complexity

of solving problem (52) in each frame during the medium-



timescale, which entails calculating an NtNRF2
B-dimensional

variable along with 2NtNRF2
B SOC constraints, is of

order O{
√
2NtNRF2B +Nt + 1NtNRF2

B(N2
t N

2
RF2

2B +
2NtNRF2

B +Nt)}.
3) Pilot Overhead Analysis: The pilot overhead in the

proposed scheme primarily stems from channel sampling

at the medium-timescale and short-timescale stages. In

the medium-timescale, CS-based channel estimation requires

NBeamK/NRF pilot symbols to obtain the RF domain high-

dimensional statistical channel sample h
(tM)
RF,k, ∀k, as described

in Section III-C.In the short-timescale, NRFK pilot symbols

are needed for estimating the BB domain low-dimensional ef-

fective channel H
(tS)
e , as described in Section III-D. Therefore,

the total pilot overhead across the channel statistics coherence

time is expressed as (NBeamK/NRF+NRFKTS)TMTL. This

is notably less than that of the real-timescale beamforming ap-

proaches, which requires (NBeamK/NRF +NRFK)TSTMTL.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to demon-

strate the effectiveness of the proposed tri-timescale tri-hybrid

beamforming design algorithm with reconfigurable antennas in

enhancing communication performance while ensuring hard-

ware efficiency. Unless otherwise specified, the BS is equipped

with Nt = 32 antennas and the center carrier frequency is

set to fc = 28 GHz. The low-resolution PS used in the

RF domain has quantized phase controlled by B = 3 bits.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the number of

UEs K is equal to the number of RF chains NRF. In the

EM domain, each pixel-based reconfigurable antenna enables

the generation of P = 7 distinct directional radiation patterns

by adjusting the electronic switches between pixels [8], with

M = 180 uniform sampling points in the azimuth dimension.

In this scenario, there are K = 2 UEs, all operating under a

scattering cluster channel with C = 2 clusters, each of which

consists of Lc = 3 multi-path rays. The nominal AoDs θk,c
of these scattering clusters are randomly distributed within

[−π/3, π/3], while the angle spread is set to ςk,c = π/36.

The path loss is expressed as αk,c,lc = 10−
C0
10 (

rk,c,lc

D0
)−κk,c,lc

with κk,c,lc ∈ [2.5, 3] being the attenuation factor, C0 = 30
dB, D0 = 1m. The propagation distance rk,c,lc is composed of

the nominal distance rk,c ∈ [50m, 100m] and ι = 0.5m. The

noise power of UEs is set as σ2
k = −70dBm. The tri-timescale

framework is structured with TL = 10 super-frames for the

long-timescale, TM = 50 frames for the medium-timescale,

and TS = 200 time-slots for the short-timescale.

The convergence performance of the proposed tri-timescale

tri-hybrid beamforming design is illustrated in Fig. 5, which

includes both the long-timescale radiation beamformer design

algorithm and the medium-timescale analog beamformer de-

sign algorithm. It should be emphasized that the convergence

implications differ between the two algorithms. In the long-

timescale case, convergence refers to the iterative calculation

of the radiation beamformer at the start of super-frame, based

on the estimated CSI of the scattering cluster core. In contrast,

for the medium-timescale case, the convergence process refers

to the recursive learning of the channel statistics of the multi-

path rays within the scattering clusters using high-dimensional
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Fig. 5. Convergence performance of the long-timescale radia-

tion beamformer design and medium-timescale analog beam-

former design.
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Fig. 6. The sum-rate versus the transmit power Pt.

channel samples and the recursive updating of the analog

beamformer in each frame. The results presented in Fig. 5

demonstrate that both algorithms exhibit satisfactory conver-

gence speed, indicating an efficient level of computational

complexity.

Fig. 6 illustrates the sum-rate performance versus transmit

power for systems employing reconfigurable and conventional

antennas. Specifically, the proposed tri-hybrid beamforming

architecture with reconfigurable antennas and a dynamic-

subarray scheme is denoted as “RA, DS”. For compari-

son, hybrid beamforming using conventional antennas with

a dynamic-subarray is labeled “CA, DS”, and the fixed-

subarray architectures with reconfigurable and conventional

antennas are denoted as “RA, FS” and “CA, FS”, respectively.

Performance is evaluated for systems with Nt = 32 and

Nt = 16 antennas. As shown in Fig. 6, the proposed “RA,

DS” algorithm consistently outperforms its competitors. In

particular, reconfigurable antennas yield a power gain of

approximately 7 dB compared to conventional antennas, while

the dynamic-subarray scheme provides an additional gain of

about 2 dB over the fixed-subarray approach. These results

confirm that the tri-hybrid beamforming architecture achieves
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Fig. 7. The sum-rate and channel estimation overhead versus

the number of frames TM.

superior communication performance by virtue of its enhanced

flexibility in radiation pattern selection in the EM domain and

subarray selection in the RF domain.

For the proposed tri-timescale tri-hybrid beamforming de-

sign, increasing the channel sampling rate in the medium-

timescale can enhance sum-rate performance by enabling more

frequent updates of channel statistics for multi-path rays and

scattering cluster cores. However, this improvement comes at

the cost of higher pilot overhead. To quantitatively evaluate

the impact of the channel sampling rate on both system perfor-

mance and pilot overhead, we gradually increase the number

of frames per super-frame in the medium-timescale, effectively

increasing the channel sampling rate, as illustrated in Fig. 7.

By analyzing the pilot overhead expression derived in Section

III-E and observing the trend in Fig. 7, we conclude that

the proposed tri-timescale scheme significantly reduces pilot

overhead compared to the real-time scheme, which requires

high-dimensional CSI estimation in every time-slot. More

importantly, as the number of frames increases, the sum-rate

performance of the tri-timescale beamforming scheme steadily

improves and eventually saturates at a satisfactory level, albeit

with a monotonic increase in channel estimation overhead. In

particular, setting the number of frames to TM = 50 achieves

a favorable balance between performance and overhead, a

configuration adopted in the simulations.

The channel estimation algorithms in both the EM and RF

domains are critical components of the proposed tri-timescale

framework. Fig. 8 illustrates the impact of different channel

estimation configurations on sum-rate performance under var-

ious system settings. The results indicate that, regardless of

the number of propagation paths Lc, the sum-rate achieved

with estimated CSI is highly comparable to that with perfect

CSI. This finding underscores the accuracy and robustness of

our channel estimation algorithms within the proposed frame-

work, even under complex propagation conditions. Moreover,

even with a reduced angular resolution NBeam, the channel

characteristics are reliably captured, and acceptable sum-rate

performance is achieved, further validating the effectiveness
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Fig. 8. The impact of channel estimation configurations on

sum-rate performance.
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Fig. 9. The sum-rate versus the distance and angle of UE.

and reliability of the proposed approach.

Finally, we validate the effectiveness of the proposed

scheme by evaluating the impact of user location on the

overall performance of the tri-hybrid beamforming with re-

configurable antennas (RA) and the hybrid beamforming with

conventional antennas (CA). Specifically, Fig. 9 (a) depicts

the sum-rate performance as a function of the nominal dis-

tance, which represents the distance between the BS and the

UEs, while Fig. 9 (b) illustrates the sum-rate variation with

respect to the nominal angle, which represents the user’s

angular position relative to the antenna array. From Fig. 9

(a), we observe that as the nominal distance increases, the

performance gain offered by pattern-reconfigurable antennas

gradually diminishes. This is primarily due to the dominant

effect of path loss, which attenuates signal power, reducing the

relative impact of radiation pattern variations across different

angles. In contrast, Fig. 9 (b) reveals that the RA-based

scheme maintains robust performance across a wide range of

user angles by dynamically adjusting the pattern orientations



as the user’s position deviates from the optimal direction.

In comparison, the CA-based scheme achieves satisfactory

performance only when the user is positioned perpendicular to

the array, where the antenna gain is maximized. These results

underscore the robustness and versatility of the proposed tri-

hybrid beamforming approach, demonstrating that dynamic

pattern reconfiguration not only compensates for variations in

user location but also substantially enhances overall system

performance and reliability across a wide range of deployment

scenarios.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a novel tri-hybrid beamforming ar-

chitecture that integrates pattern-reconfigurable antennas with

analog and digital beamforming. By leveraging an innovative

tri-timescale beamforming framework, the proposed approach

optimizes the radiation beamformer over a long-timescale,

the analog beamformer over a medium-timescale, and the

digital beamformer over a short-timescale. This hierarchical

design effectively balances system performance with practical

constraints, such as channel estimation overhead and compu-

tational complexity. Extensive simulation results validate the

superiority of the proposed scheme over conventional hybrid

beamforming architectures, highlighting its potential in future

wireless communication systems.
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