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Low-complexity Beam Selection algorithms based
on SVD for MmWave Massive MIMO Systems

Jinxing Yang, Jihong Yu, Shuai Wang, Hao Liu

Abstract—To realize mmWave massive MIMO systems in
practice, Beamspace MIMO with beam selection provides an
attractive solution at a considerably reduced number of radio
frequency (RF) chains. We propose low-complexity beam selec-
tion algorithms based on singular value decomposition (SVD). We
first diagonalize the channel matrix by SVD, and the appropriate
beams are selected one-by-one in a decremental or incremental
order based on the criterion of sum-rate maximization. To
reduce the complexity of the proposed algorithms significantly,
we make use of SVD in the last iteration to aviod SVD from
scratch again. Meanwhile, our proposed algorithms naturally
obtain the precoding matrix, which can eliminate the multiusers
interference. Simulation results demonstrate that our proposed
algorithms can outperform the competing algorithms, including
the fully digital zero-precoding.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, mmWave communications,
beamspace, beam selection, precoding

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid development of mobile networks and Internet of
Things (IoT) technologies will generate a large amount of data.
To meet the explosive capacity demand for future wireless
communications, millimeter-wave (mmWave) communication
is a promising technology which operates in the spectrum
between 30 GHz and 300 GHz. However, since each antenna
must be connected to one dedicated RF chain for mmWave
MIMO, there is unbearable power consumption and hardware
cost in massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) sce-
narios relying on the numerous antennas[1].

To reduce the required number of RF chains, traditional
MIMO channel can be transformed into beamspace MIMO
(B-MIMO) channel [2] by employing a designed discrete lens
array (DLA). As DLA plays the role of convex lens, the
signals converge at different points of the focal surface, and
it leads to the sparse channel with angle-dependent energy-
focusing capabilities in B-MIMO [3]. Due to sparse structure
of B-MIMO [3], We can only select a few energy-focused
beams with negligible performance losses [4], and the required
number of RF chains can be drastically fewer than traditional
MIMO. However, it has been proved in [5] that the beam
selection problem is NP-hard.

To address this challenging problem, the maximum magni-
tude beam selection algorithm (referred as "MM-BS") pro-
posed in [4] selects the beams with largest magnitude for
each user which may lead to multiple users selecting the
same beam. Furthermore, the interference aware beam selec-
tion algorithm in [6] (referred as "IA-BS") circumvents this
problem and achieves higher performance than MM-BS by
considering the potential interference among users. Several

algorithms based on different criterias have been proposed
in [3], such as maximizing signal-to-interference-ratio (SINR)
and maximizing capacity. Based on QR decomposition of
the beamspace channel matrix, a beam selection algorithm
and associated precoding matrix have been proposed in [7]
(referred as "QRD-BS"). Though it achieves superior perfor-
mance than other algorithms, it suffers from very high com-
putational complexity. To reduce the complexity of QRD-BS,
a complexity-reduced beam selection algorithm for QRD-BS
without degrading the system performance has been proposed
in [8] (referred as "RQRD-BS").

Since RQRD-BS still exhibits high computational com-
plexity, we propose novel SVD-based low-complexity beam
selection algorithms. The low-complexity of the proposed
algorithms is reflected in two aspects:
• We first choose the fixed number of high energy beams

to get a reduced-dimensional channel
• To maximize sum-rate, the appropriate beams are selected

one-by-one by SVD in a decremental or incremental
order. To aviod SVD from scratch again, we achieve
O(K2) complexity for computing the sum-rate criterion.

Moreover, the proposed algorithm can naturally get a more
simple and effective precoding matrix than RQRD-BS without
addition computation. The simulation shows that our proposed
algorithms can outperform the aforementioned beam selection
algorithms and the full dimensional zero-forcing precoding
(referred as "FD-ZF").

Notations: Matrices and vectors are denoted by boldface
uppercase and lowercase letters, respectively. ai and aij de-
note ith element of vector a and (ij)th element of matrix
A, respectively. A−j denotes A with its jth row removed.
IM represents an M ×M identity matrix. The superscripts
−1, T,H indicate inverse, transpose and conjugate transpose
operator, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A downlink mmWave MU-MIMO system is considered
where the base station is equipped with M transmit antennas
and NRF �M RF chains to serve for K single-antenna users.
To ensure the spatial multiplexing gain, NRF ≥ K should be
satisfied. The precoded data vector x can be given by

x = Ps =

K∑
k=1

pksk, (1)

where s = [s1, . . . , sK ]T ∈ CK×1 is the original sig-
nal vector with normalized power E

(
ssH

)
= IK , P =
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[p1,p2, . . . ,pK ] ∈ CNRF×K is the precoding matrix and pk
is the precoding vector for user k.

The carefully designed DLA can be viewed as M ×M dis-
crete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix Û , which can transforms
the the conventional MIMO to the B-MIMO. Specifically,
the DFT matrix Û includes array steering vectors with M
orthogonal directions spreading over the the entire space:

Û = [a (ϕ1) ,a (ϕ2) , · · · ,a (ϕM )]
H
, (2)

where a(ϕ) = 1√
M

[
e−j2πϕi

]
i∈I(M)

denotes the M × 1

array steering vector, and I(M) = {i − (M − 1)/2, i =
0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}. For DFT matrix Û , we have ϕm =
1
M

(
m− M+1

2

)
. Note that the matrix Û is orthonormal, i.e.

Û
H
Û = I . Then received signal vector y of all K users is

expressed as
y = Ĥ

H
FPs+ n, (3)

where F ∈ RM×NRF is the beam selection matrix whose
entries fij are either 0 or 1 , n ∼ CN

(
0, σ2IK

)
is a K ×

1 additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector and Ĥ ∈
CM×K is the beamspace channel matrix obtained by

Ĥ =
[
ĥ1, . . . , ĥK

]
= [Ûg1, Ûg2, . . . , ÛgK ], (4)

where {gk} is narrowband clustered channel representation,
based on the geometric channel model [9], i.e.,

gk = β0
ka(φ

0
k) +

√
1

NclNray

Ncl∑
i=1

Nray∑
l=1

βilk a
(
φilk
)
, (5)

where Ncl be the number of scattering clusters and each
cluster is composed of Nray subpaths. β0

k and βilk represent the
complex gains of the light of sight (LoS) and non-LoS (NLoS)
components respectively. For the typical uniform linear array
(ULA), the parameters φ0k and φilk denote the spatial direction
defined as φ = d

λ sin θ, where θ is physical direction angle of
propagation, λ is the signal wavelength and d is the antenna
spacing, typically chosen as d = λ/2. Thus the SINR of user
k can be expressed as

γk =

∣∣∣ĥHk pk

∣∣∣2∑K
i6=k

∣∣∣ĥHk pi

∣∣∣2 + σ2

. (6)

Then we can get sum-rate Rs =
∑K
k=1Rk, where Rk =

log2(1 + γk) bits/s/Hz is the data rate achieved by user k.
The problem can be formulated as

max
{F ,P }

Rs (7)

s.t. Tr
(
PHF TFP

)
≤ ρ (7a)

M∑
i=1

F ij = 1, ∀j (7b)

NRF∑
j=1

F ij ≤ 1, ∀i (7c)

where ρ is the transmit power budget. Note that each row of Ĥ
represents a beam vector. The constraints (7b) and (7c) mean

that we need to select NRF beams from M beams to serve
K users. In fact, it is a mixed-integer non-linear programming
(MINLP) problem since it involves a discrete variable F [10].

III. PROPOSED BEAM SELECTION ALGORITHM

In this section, We first outline motivation behind the pro-
posed algorithms which can help us understand the proposed
algorithms in the following subsections. Next we introduce the
proposed algorithms.

Due to K � M , the beamspace channel matrix Ĥ ∈
CM×K is very high. In fact, we can select N highest energy
beams to form a new reduced-dimensional beamspace matrix
H ∈ CN×K . Now we aim to select NRF beams out of N
beams rather than M beams. Let the SVD decomposition [11]
of H is given by

H = UΣV H , (8)

where U ,V ∈ CN×N both are complex unitary matrixs and
Σ is an N ×K rectangular diagonal matrix with non-negative
real numbers on the diagonal. The received signal vector ŷ
without beam selection can be written as

ŷ = V ΣUHP̂ s+ n. (9)

where P̂ is the precoding matrix. If we choose P̂ = U , ỹ =
V H ŷ and ñ = V Hn, we can rewrite the equation (9) as

ỹ = Σs+ ñ. (10)

From the equation (10), the interference is equal to zero for
all users and we get an equivalent representation of H as a
parallel Gaussian channel. Thus the sum-rate Rs with uniform
power allocation is given by

Rs =

K∑
k=1

log2

(
1 +

1

N0

ρ

K
σ2
k

)
bits /s/Hz (11)

where σk is (kk)th element of Σ and N0 is the noise variance
of the AWGN.

A. Simplified SVD-based algorithm

From equation (11), the sum-rate Rs can be estimated as

Rs =

K∑
k=1

log2

(
1 +

1

N0

ρ

K
σ2
k

)
≤ log2

(
1 +

1

N0

ρ

K

K∑
k=1

σ2
k

)
(12)

Due to
K∑
k=1

σ2
k = Tr

(
HHH

)
=
∑
ij

|hij |2, (13)

simplified SVD-based algorithm (referred as "SSVD-BS")
selects K highest energy beams directly to maximize the
upper bound of Rs, i.e., log2

(
1 + 1

N0

ρ
K

∑K
k=1 σ

2
k

)
. By this

way, while SSVD-BS involves some performance loss to some
extent compared to the other two algorithms proposed later,
it enjoys the lowest computational complexity O(NK) since
we only need to scan the channel matrix once.
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Algorithm 1 Decremental SVD-based algorithm
Input: H

1: Initialize H(0) = H
2: for i = 0, 1, . . . , N −NRF − 1 do
3: for j = 1, 2, . . . , N − i do
4: Remove jth row from H(i) to get H(i)

−j
5: Compute H

(i)
−j = U

(i)
−jΣ

(i)
−j(V

(i)
−j)

H

6: α
(i)
j =

∑
u∈{1,...,N−i} log2

(
1 + 1

N0

ρ
i+1

(
σ
(i)
−juu

)2)
7: end for
8: j̃ = argmaxj∈{1,...,N−i} α

(i)
j

9: Remove j̃th row from H(i) to get H(i+1)

10: end for
Output: H(N−NRF )

B. Decremental SVD-based algorithm

We now propose a novel decremental SVD-based algorithm
based on (11) (referrd as "DSVD-BS"). The DSVD-BS algo-
rithm consists of N − NRF iterations. We denote H(i) as
the channel matrix at the begin of ith iteration. In iteration i,
we need to eliminate a beam (i.e., a row of H(i)) with the
minimum sum-rate loss, which can be explained as follows.

For j = 1, . . . , N − i, we remove the jth row of H(i) to
get the matrix H

(i)
−j , compute its SVD decomposition H

(i)
−j =

U
(i)
−jΣ

(i)
−j(V

(i)
−j)

H and then calculate the sum-rate

α
(i)
j =

∑
u∈{1,...,N−i}

log2

(
1 +

1

N0

ρ

i+ 1

(
σ
(i)
−juu

)2)
, (14)

where σ
(i)
−juu

denotes the (uu)th element of Σ
(i)
−j . We can

eliminate the beam whose contribution on the sum-rate is
the least, which means we remove j̃th row from H(i) to
obtain H(i+1), where j̃ = argmaxj∈{1,...,N−i} α

(i)
j . The

above Algorithm 1 depicts this process.

C. Incremental SVD-based algorithm

Incremental SVD-based algorithm (referred as "ISVD-BS")
consists of NRF iterations. In iteration ith iteration, ISVD-BS
selects the beams (i.e., a row of H(i)) by following iterative
process, whose contribution in terms of sum-rate is the highest.

Let H(i)
s is the matrix formed by the beams that were

previously selected at the end of (i − 1)th iteration. For
j = 1, . . . , N − i, we append the jth row of H(i) to H(i)

s

which is denoted by H
(i)
j , i.e.,

H
(i)
j =

(
H(i)

s

(h
(i)
j )T

)
, (15)

where h
(i)
j is jth row of H(i). We can compute SVD

decomposition H
(i)
j = U

(i)
j Σ

(i)
j (V

(i)
j )H and then calculate

the sum-rate

η
(i)
j =

∑
u∈{1,...,N−i}

log2

(
1 +

1

N0

ρ

K

(
σ
(i)
juu

)2)
, (16)

Algorithm 2 Incremental SVD-based algorithm for beam
selection
Input: H

1: Initialize H(0) to H and H(i)
s to a empty matrix

2: for i = 0, 1, . . . , NRF − 1 do
3: for j = 1, 2, . . . , N − i do
4: Obtain H

(i)
j based on (15)

5: Compute H
(i)
j = U

(i)
j Σ

(i)
j (V

(i)
j )H

6: η
(i)
j =

∑
u∈{1,...,N−i} log2

(
1 + 1

N0

ρ
N−i

(
σ
(i)
juu

)2)
7: end for
8: ĵ = argmaxj∈{1,...,N−i} η

(i)
j

9: Append the ĵth row of H(i) to H(i)
s to get H(i+1)

s

10: Remove ĵth row of H(i) to get H(i+1).
11: end for
Output: H(NRF )

s

where σ
(i)
juu

denotes the (uu)th element of Σ
(i)
j . From this

process, we can select the beam whose effect on the sum-rate
is the highest, i.e.,

ĵ = arg max
j∈{1,...,N−i}

η
(i)
j (17)

Then we can append the ĵth row of H(i) to H(i)
s to get

H(i+1)
s and remove ĵth row of H(i) to get H(i+1). The above

Algorithm 2 describes this process.

D. Complexity reduction

For DSVD-BS algorithm, We first omit the superscript (i)
for readability. Without loss of generality, we assum that
N ≥ 2 ∗ NRF . We denote the diagonal elements of Σ2 and
Σ2
−j as D = diag{d1, · · · , dK} and D′ = diag{d′1, · · · , d′K}

respectively, where d1 > · · · > dK and d′1 > · · · > d′K .
To reduce the complexity of DSVD-BS, our goal is to make
use of the prior knowledge {d1, · · · , dK} to aviod computing
{d′1, · · · , d′K} from scratch again.

Based on HH
−jH−j = HHH − hjh

H
j and eigenvalue

decomposition (EVD) of HH
−jH−j and HHH , we can get

V −jD
′V H
−j = V DV H − hjh

H
j . (18)

Let z = V Hhj , we have

hjh
H
j = V zzHV H . (19)

Substituting (19) into (18), then

V −jD
′V H
−j = V (D − zzH)V H . (20)

Since D − zzH is Hermitian, it has the EVD D − zzH =
QSQH . The EVD is unique since the eigenvalues are distinct.
Therefore,

V −j = V Q (21)
S = D′ (22)

According to [12], The eigenvalues of D−zzH are the roots
d′ = d′1, · · · , d′K of the secular function

f(d′) = 1−
(
|z1|2

d1 − d′
+ · · ·+ |zK |2

dK − d′

)
, (23)



4

and the eigenvector qi corresponding to each d′i is

qi =
(D − d′iI)

−1
z

‖(D − d′iI)−1z‖
. (24)

The function f(d′) is a monotonically decreasing function in
between its poles because

f ′(d′) = −
(

|z1|2

(d1 − d′)2
+ · · ·+ |zK |2

(dK − d′)2

)
< 0. (25)

Thus, the eigenvalues d′i satisfy the following interlacing
property:

dk+1 < d′k < dk, k = 1, 2, · · · ,K (26)

with dK+1 = dK − |z|2.
For the ISVD-BS algorithm, we have HH

j Hj = HHH +

hjh
H
j . Similar to the above process, the eigenvalues d̃k of

HH
j Hj are the roots of the secular equation

g(d̃) = 1 +

(
|z1|2

d1 − d̃
+ · · ·+ |zK |2

dK − d̃

)
, (27)

and satisfy

dk ≤ d̃k ≤ dk−1, k = 1, 2, · · · ,K (28)

where d0 = d1 + |z|2.
To find the roots of equations (23) and (28), we can apply

bisection or the numerical algorithms in [13], i.e., we can com-
pute {d′1, · · · , d′K} and {d̃1, · · · , d̃K} based on {d1, · · · , dK}
with O(K2) computational complexity. Meanwhile, we can
get the eigenvectors corresponding to eigenvalues by the
equation (24) with O(K2) computational complexity.

E. Computational Complexity Analysis

The main complexity of the above two algorithms is due to
the SVD decomposition in the step 5. Since we can get D′

and D̃ based on D directly rather than performing SVD, the
step 5 in the Algorithm 1 and 2 can be omitted and calculate
the criterion sum-rate:
• For DSVD-BS algorithm, we can first compute the

SVD decomposition of H(0) = U (0)Σ(0)(V (0))H .
Then for the outer iterations i = 0, 1, . . . , N −
NRF − 1 of DSVD-BS algorithm, the computational
complexity is O

(
(N − i)K2

)
since the step 6 need

O
(
K2
)

computational complexity. Therefore, the to-
tal computation complexity of DSVD-BS algorithm is
O
(∑N−NRF−1

i=0 (N − i)K2
)

.

• For the outer iterations i = 0, 1, . . . , NRF −
1 of ISVD-BS algorithm, the computational com-
plexity is O

(
(N − i)K2

)
since the step 6 need

O
(
K2
)

computational complexity. Therefore, the to-
tal computation complexity of ISVD-BS algorithm is
O
(∑NRF−1

i=0 (N − i)K2
)

.

From the above discussion, when N ≥ 2NRF , the
complexity of DSVD-BS is higher than ISVD-BS roughly
and vice versa. The complexity of QRD-BS [7] and
RQRD-BS [8] algorithms are O

(∑M−NRF−1
i=0 (M − i)2K2

)

andO
(∑M−NRF−1

i=0 (M − i)K2 +K(M − i)2
)

respectively,
which are much larger than DSVD-BS in three aspects:

• M is much larger than N , which makes (M− i) is much
larger than (N − i) for both algorithms.

• Compared to QRD-BS, the degree of the term (N − i) in
complexity of DSVD-BS is 1. However, The degree of
the corresponding term in complexity of QRD-BS is 2.

• Compared to RQRD-BS, ours doesn’t have the term
O
(∑M−NRF−1

i=0 K(M − i)2
)

.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the afore-
mentioned algorithms by performing numerical simulations.
For the channel model (5) of user k, we set M = 256,K =
24, Ncl = 2, Nray = 5, α0

k ∼ CN (0, 1) and αilk ∼
CN

(
0, 10−1

)
. The SNR is set to 30 dB. The θ0k and φilk

are sampled from i.i.d. uniform distribution within [−0.5, 0.5].
Since performance of ISVD-BS and DSVD-BS is almost the
same when N = 3NRF , here we only show the performance
of ISVD-BS. The simulation results are averaged over 1000
channel realizations.

Fig. 1 depicts the sum-rate performance versus the SNR of
different beam selection algorithms, including FD-ZF, IA-BS,
RQRD-BS, SSVD-BS and ISVD-BS algorithms. It’s obvious
that ISVD-BS outperforms other beam selection algorithms.
SSVD-BS involves some performance loss to some extent
compared to ISVD-BS and the performance gap becomes more
pronounced as the SNR increases. It is worth noting that
ISVD-BS can achieve better performance with a much lower
complexity than RQRD-BS. While SSVD-BS has the lowest
complexity O(NK), SSVD-BS even can achieve very close
performance of QRD-BS and outperform the performance
of FD-ZF when the SNR is low. Thus, in the stringent
computational complexity scenario, SSVD-BS becomes a very
attractive algorithm for beam selection.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
SNR (dB)

0

20

40

60

80

100

Su
m-

rat
e (

bit
s/s

/H
z)

FD-ZF
IA-BS
SSVD-BS
QR-BS
ISVD-BS

Fig. 1. Sum-rate performance verus the SNR.

Fig. 2 shows the sum-rate comparison of different beam
selection algorithms against the number of users K. We can
see that for all five algorithms, the sum-rate performance
increases as the number of users increases, and our proposed
ISVD-BS alogorithm can achieve the best performance, which
shows its superiority to mitigate the multi-user interference.
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Besides, the performance gap between the proposed ISVD-
BS alogorithm and the other algorithms as K increases, which
demonstrates its potentiality for applications with a large K.

8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Number of users

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Su
m-

rat
e (

bit
s/s

/H
z)

FD-ZF
IA-BS
SSVD-BS
QR-BS
ISVD-BS

Fig. 2. Sum-rate performance verus the number of users K.

In Fig. 3, we plot the sum-rate performance versus number
of transmit antennas M , where NRF and K are set to
16. ISVD-BS and SSVD-BS algorithms achieve much better
performance compared to the other algorithms when M = 20.
Meanwhile, the sum-rate of ISVD-BS improves solwly as
M increases, while the performance of IA-BS and FD-ZF
are heavily dependent on M . Therefore, ISVD-BS can be
deployed in the scenario where the number of antennas is
limited, but its performance is still satisfactory enough.

20 40 80 160 320 640
Number of transmit antennas

0

20

40

60

80
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m-

rat
e (

bit
s/s

/H
z)

FD-ZF
IA-BS
SSVD-BS
QR-BS
ISVD-BS

Fig. 3. Sum-rate performance verus the number of transmit antennas M .

16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
Number of RF chains

50

60

70

80
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m-

rat
e (

bit
s/s

/H
z)

FD-ZF
IA-BS
SSVD-BS
QR-BS
ISVD-BS

Fig. 4. Sum-rate performance verus number of RF NRF .

Fig. 4 illustrates the achievable system sum-rate versus the
number of RF NRF in different algorithms where K = 16. We
can see that the sum-rate achieved by all algorithms increases
monotonically with NRF . Moreover, the ISVD-BS algorithm

outperforms the QRD-BS algorithm when NRF is small, and
the gap decreases with NRF . Since the use of each RF chain
requires a certain amount of energy consumption, the smaller
NRF means lower energy consumption. Therefore our ISVD-
BS algorithm can achieve better performance significantly in
the energy-constrained scenario than QR-BS.

V. CONCLUSION
In this letter, we proposed three low-complexity beam

selection algorithms, i.e, SSVD-BS, DSVD-BS, and ISVD-BS
algorithms. Three algorithms all can achieve the better sum-
rate performance than fully digital system with much higher
energy efficiency. Particularly, the SSVD-BS almost has the
lowest computation complexity O(NK). Meanwhile, DSVD-
BS and ISVD-BS can outperform QRD-BS and RQRD-BS
with much lower computation complexity.
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