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Abstract—The sixth generation networks envision the deployment of terahertz (THz) band as one of the key enabling
property thanks to its abundant bandwidth. However, the ultrawide bandwidth in THz causes beam-split phenomenon due to
the use of a single analog beamformer (AB). Specifically, beamsplit makes different subcarriers to observe distinct directions
since the same AB is adopted for all subcarriers. Previous
works mostly employ additional hardware components, e.g., timedelayer networks to mitigate beam-split by realizing virtual
subcarrier-dependent ABs. This paper introduces an efficient and
unified approach, called beam-split-aware (BSA) hybrid beamforming. In particular, instead of virtually generating subcarrierdependent ABs, a single AB is used and the effect of beam-split
is computed and passed into the digital beamformers, which
are subcarrier-dependent while maximizing spectral efficiency.
Hence, the proposed BSA approach effectively mitigates the
impact of beam-split and it can be applied to any hybrid beamforming scheme, two of which based on manifold optimization
and orthogonal matching pursuit are considered for evaluation in
multi-user scenario. Numerical simulations show that significant
performance improvement can be achieved as compared to the
conventional techniques.
Index Terms—Terahertz, beam split, hybrid beamforming,
multi-user, massive MIMO.

I. I NTRODUCTION
The sixth generation (6G) wireless networks envision to
demonstrate revolutionary enhancement of the data rate (>
100Gb/s), extremely low latency (< 1ms) and ultra reliability
(99.999%) [1]. Therefore, terahertz (THz) band (0.1−10 GHz)
is one of the key components of 6G thanks to abundant available bandwidth. Although demonstrating the aforementioned
advantages, THz band faces several challenges (see the full list
in [2, 3]) that should be taken into account accordingly. For
instance, path loss is more severe than that of millimeter-wave
(mm-Wave) bands (0.03 − 0.3 THz) due to spreading loss and
molecular absorption. In order to overcome path loss, massive
number of antennas are employed in multiple-input multiple
output (MIMO) configuration for beamforming gain. Nevertheless, massive MIMO architectures require dedicated radio
frequency (RF) chains for each antenna element. However
this is costly. As a result, hybrid beamforming architectures
involving a few digital beamformers and large number of
analog beamformers (ABs) are employed [4, 5].
The wideband massive MIMO systems employ subcarrierdependent (SD) digital beamformers while the ABs are
subcarrier-independent (SI) [6]. The single AB assumption
causes the generated beams at different subcarriers look at
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different directions, which is called beam-split phenomenon
since the same AB is adopted for all subcarriers. While beamsplit does not have notable impact at mm-Wave, it causes
significant performance degradation in THz band, at which the
bandwidth is relatively wider. Meanwhile, beam-squint is the
term commonly used for the same effect in mm-Wave, where
the generated beams are squinted [7, 8]. In comparison, in case
of beam-split, the main lobes of the array gain corresponding
to the lowest and highest subcarriers totally split and do not
overlap while the squinted beam can still cover the entire
bandwidth [7, 9]. For instance, the angular deviation due to
beam-split is approximately 6◦ (0.4◦ ) for 0.3 THz with 30
GHz (60 GHz with 1 GHz) bandwidth, respectively for a
broadside target (see [10, Fig.4] for illustration). As a result,
beam-split should be handled properly for reliable system
performance.
Previous works to mitigate beam-split mostly rely on
additional hardware components such as time-delayer (TD)
networks. Specifically, these approaches employ several TD
components between the RF chains and the phase shifters to
virtually realize SD ABs. For instance, the authors in [11]
devise a wideband channel estimation and combining method
based on orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP), wherein the SD
dictionaries are used. In [12], a delay-phase precoding (DPP)
approach is proposed for hybrid beamforming, which involves
time-delayer components. Also in [13], the unconstrained
beamformers are optimized for all subcarriers, then hybrid
beamformers are computed for each subcarrier, which requires
SD ABs. The usage of TD components has high hardware cost
and power consumption, especially at THz band. For instance,
a single TD consumes approximately 100 mW, which is more
than that of a phase shifter (40 mW) in THz [2]. A beambroadening approach is proposed in [14], wherein a subarrayed
configuration of the phase shifters across all subcarriers is
employed to generate a beam with evenly distributed array
gain across the whole frequency band. Hence, beamforming
performance is limited since the generated beam is broadened
due to the use of subarrayed phase shifters. By exploiting
the full instantaneous channel state information (CSI), authors
in [15] project all the subcarriers to the central subcarrier,
and construct a common ABs for all subcarriers based on the
channel covariance matrix. However, the use of covariance
leads performance loss compared to instantaneous CSI-based
beamforming. As a result, the existing solutions either have
limited performance or necessitate additional hardware components.
This paper introduces a unified approach for beam-split mitigation, called beam-split-aware (BSA) hybrid beamforming.
Different than the existing works realizing the SD AB via TD
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networks, a single SI AB is used in the proposed approach. The
key idea is that the effect of beam-split is handled by passing
it into the digital beamformers which are SD, and the beamsplit is effectively corrected without using TD components. To
that end, the effect of beam-split is computed for each AB.
The phase deviations in the AB weights due to beam-split are
computed. Then, the beam-split-corrected beamformer phases
are obtained and used to construct a virtual SD beamformer,
which is, then, employed to obtain BSA digital beamformer.
The proposed BSA hybrid beamforming technique suggests a
unified approach and it is applicable to any hybrid beamformer.
In this work, the proposed BSA technique is applied to stateof-the-art hybrid beamforming algorithms, i.e., OMP [4] and
manifold optimization (MO) [16]. Through numerical simulations, we show that the proposed BSA approach achieves
significant improvement in terms of spectral efficiency and
effectively mitigates the impact of beam-split.
Notation: Throughout the paper, (·)∗ , (·)T and (·)H denote
the conjugate, transpose and conjugate transpose operations,
respectively. For a matrix A; [A]ij and [A]k correspond to
the (i, j)-th entry and k-th column, while A† denotes the
Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of A. A unit matrix of size
sin N πa
N is represented by IN . Σ(a) = N
sin πa is the Dirichlet
sinc function and ⊗ stands for the Khatri-Rao products. P(A)
computes the unwrapped angles of constant-modulus a ∈ CN
as ∠a and P −1 (P(a)) = √1N a. Finally, E{·} represent the
expectation operation.
II. S IGNAL M ODEL
Consider a multi-user wideband THz system with massive
MIMO configuration with hybrid analog/digital beamforming
over M subcarriers. The base station (BS) employs NT antennas and NRF RF chains to serve K NR -antenna users to convey NS data streams. By taking into account a cheaper hardware at each user and low power consumption, it is assumed
that the users employ only analog precoder, hence a single
data stream, i.e., NS = 1, is received in a single transmission
block. In the downlink, the BS first applies SD baseband
precoder FBB [m] = [fBB,1 [m], · · · , fBB,K [m]] ∈ CNRF ×K
(m ∈ M = {1, · · · , M }) to transmit the signal vector s[m] =
P
IK for
[s1 [m], · · · , sK [m]] ∈ CK , where E{s[m]sH [m]} = K
average power P by assuming equal power allocation among
the users. Then, the SI analog precoder FRF ∈ CNT ×NRF is
used to steer the beams toward K users. We assume that each
user is served by a single analog precoder vector, hence we
have NRF = K < NT . Since the analog precoders are realized
with phase-shifters, they have constant-modulus constraint,
1
i.e., |[FRF ]i,j | = √N
as i = 1, · · · , NRF and j = 1, · · · , NT .
T
Then, the transmitted signal, i.e., FRF FBB [m]s[m], is received
at the kth user for the mth subcarrier as
H
yk [m] =wRF,k
(Hk [m]

K
X

FRF fBBi [m]si [m] + nk [m])

i=1

H
H
wRF,k
Hk [m]FRF FBB [m]s[m] + wRF,k
nk [m], (1)

where nk [m] ∈ CNR is the complex additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) vector with nk [m] ∼ CN (0, σn2 INR ). In (1),

wRF,k ∈ CNR represents the SI analog combiner of the kth
1
user with |[wRF,k ]i | = √N
for i = 1, · · · , NR .
R

A. Channel Model
The THz channel can modeled as LoS-dominant NLoS assisting due to limited reflected paths and negligible scattering
in THz transmission. In addition, multipath channel models
are also widely used, especially for indoor applications [3, 17].
Hence, we consider a general scenario, wherein the NR × NT
channel matrix for the kth user at the mth subcarrier is
represented by the combination of L paths as [3]
Hk [m] = ζ

L
X

−j2πτk,l fm
, (2)
αk,m,l aR (θk,m,l )aH
T (ϑk,m,l )e

l=1

q
NR NT
where ζ =
L , αk,m,l ∈ C denotes the complex
path gain and τk,l represents the time delay of the lth path
B
(m−1− M−1
corresponding to the array origin. fm = fc + M
2 )
is the mth subcarrier frequency, for which fc and B are carrier
frequency and bandwidth, respectively. The steering vector
aR (θk,m,l ) ∈ CNR (aT (ϑk,m,l ) ∈ CNT ) corresponds to the
SD spatial direction-of-arrival (DOA) (direction-of-departure
(DOD)) θk,m,l (ϑk,m,l ), respectively. For a uniform linear array
(ULA), aR (θk,m,l ) ∈ CNR is
d

d

aR (θk,m,l )=[1, e−j2π λm θk,m,l , · · ·, e−j2π λm (NR −1)θk,l ]T . (3)

The SD spatial DOA/DOD angles denote the directions that
can be observed in spatial domain. Therefore, the spatial
directions θk,m,l and ϑk,m,l differentiate from the physical
directions defined as φk,l and ϕk,l for DOA and DODs,
respectively, where φk,l = sin φ̃k,l and φ̃k,l ∈ [− π2 , π2 ]. In (3),
λm = fcm0 represents the wavelength corresponding to fm , c0
is speed of light, and d is inter-element distance, which is
c0
selected as half-wavelength, i.e., d = 2f
. In a similar way,
c
aT (ϑk,m,l ) can also be defined as for aR (θk,m,l ).
B. Beam-Split Model
In the beamspace, the physical direction φk,l (ϕk,l ) is
observed with a deviation to θk,m,l (ϑk,m,l ) as
2fm
dφk,l =
c0
2fm
dϕk,l =
=
c0

θk,m,l =
ϑk,m,l

fm
φk,l = ηm φk,l ,
fc
fm
ϕk,l = ηm ϕk,l ,
fc

(4)
(5)

where ηm = ffmc . Notice that the beam-split for φk,l and ϕk,l
is the same and defined as the difference of θk,m,l and φk,l
(ϑk,m,l and ϕk,l ) as
∆k,l [m] = (ηm − 1)φk,l = (ηm − 1)ϕk,l .

(6)

To provide further insight, we examine the array gain for
both narrowband and wideband scenarios. Define u ∈ CNT
and v(φ̄, mc ) ∈ CNT as the RF beamformer and the arbitrary
steering vector for direction φ̄, respectively, where central
frequency index mc = M−1
− 1. Then, the power of the
2
beamformed signal uH v(φ̄, mc ) is
|uH v(φ̄, mc )|2
= NT G(φ̄, mc ),
NT

(7)
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H

is the normalized array gain.
where G(φ̄, m) , |u v(Nφ̄,m)|
2
T
For narrowband case, choosing the SI beamformer as u =
v(φ, mc ) yields G(φ̄, mc ) = 1 at φ̄ = φ, i.e. the maximum
gain. Now, consider the wideband case for the same steering
vector v(φ, mc ), for which the array gain varies across the
whole bandwidth as
G(φ̄, m) =
=

1
NT2

NX
T −1

maximize

e−j2πnd

1
,
subject to: |[FRF [m]]i,j | = √
NT
1
|[WRF [m]]i,j | = √
,
NR
kFRF [m]FBB [m]k2F = K,

(fm φ−fc φ̄)
c

n=0

c
1 1 − e−j2πNT d
(fm φ−fc φ̄)
2
NT 1 − e−j2πd
c

2

2

(8)

c φ̄)
.
d (fm φ−f
c

The array gain in (8) implies that
where µm =
most of the power is focused only on a small portion of
the beamspace due to the power-focusing capability of Σ(a),
which substantially reduces across the subcarriers as |fm − fc |
increases. Furthermore, |Σ(µm )|2 gives peak when µm = 0,
i.e., fm φ̄ − fc φ̄ = 0, at φ̄ = ηm φ, which is the deviated
direction in the beamspace.
C. Problem Formulation
Our aim in this work is to efficiently mitigate the beam-split
by using SI AB without any additional hardware components.
The hybrid beamforming design problem maximizes the sumrate of the multi-user system, which is defined as
K
M X
X

log2 det{1 + γk [m]},

(9)

m=1 k=1

where
P

γk [m] =

P
K

PK

H
|wRF,k
Hk [m]FRF fBB,k [m]|2

i6=k

H
|wRF,i
Hi [m]FRF fBB,i [m]|2 + σn2

. (10)

Then, the hybrid beamformer design problem can be formulated as
maximize

FRF ,FBB [m],WRF

R

1
,
subject to: |[FRF ]i,j | = √
NT
1
|[WRF ]i,j | = √
,
NR
kFRF FBB [m]k2F = K,

R̄

FRF [m],FBB [m],WRF [m]
2

1 sin(πNT γm )
= 2
NT sin(πγm )
= |Σ(µm )|2 ,

R=

The ABs in the problem formulated in (11) are SI while
the aforementioned analysis on beam-split implies that the
ABs should be SD so that beam-split can be eliminated. The
problem in (11) with SD ABs can be recast as

|vH (φ, mc )v(φ̄, m)|2
NT2

(fm φ−fc φ̄)

=
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(12)

where FRF [m]
∈
CNT ×NRF and WRF [m]
=
[wRF,1 [m], · · · , wRF,K [m]] ∈ CNR ×NRF are SD ABs.
PM PK
Also, R̄ =
m=1
k=1 log2 det{1 + γ̄k [m]} and
P

γ̄k [m] =

P
K

PK

2
|wH
RF,k Hk [m]FRF fBB,k [m]|

i6=k

2
2
|wH
RF,i Hi [m]FRF fBB,i [m]| +σn

.

While the problem in (12) eliminates the beam-split since
SD ABs are used, it requires (M − 1)NT NRF more phaseshifters (each of which consumes approximately 40 mW in
THz [2]), hence it is cost-ineffective. Instead, we propose to
use SI ABs while the beam-split problem is handled in digital
e BB [m] ∈ CNRF ×NRF
beamformer. In this regard, we define F
as BSA digital beamformer in order to achieve SD beamforming performance that can be obtained in (12). Hence, we aim
e BB [m]
to match the proposed BSA hybrid beamformer FRF F
with the SD hybrid beamformer FRF [m]FBB [m] as
e BB [m] − FRF [m]FBB [m]k2 ,
minimize kFRF F
F
e BB [m]
F

e BB [m] can be obtained as
for which F

e BB [m] = F† FRF [m]FBB [m].
F
RF

(13)

(14)

As a result, the proposed BSA hybrid beamformer
e BB [m] can yield the performance of the SD hybrid
FRF F
beamformer FRF [m]. While it may seem (14) still requires
the solution of SD problem in (12) for m ∈ M, in what
follows, we show that FRF [m] can be easily constructed from
FRF without solving (12), ∀m ∈ M. To this end, we define
the function P(·) to compute the unwrapped angles of a vector
quantity. For example, from (3), we have
P(aR (θk,m,l )) = [0, −jξm θk,m,l , · · · , −jξm (NR − 1)θk,m,l ]T ,
(15)

(11)

where ξm = 2π λdm . Then, one can show that aR (θk,m,l ) can
be obtained from aR (φk,l ) for any m ∈ M as

where WRF = [wRF,1 , · · · , wRF,K ] ∈ CNR ×K includes the
combiners of all user. Various methods have been proposed to
solve (11) [5] such as OMP [4] and MO [16]. However, all of
these algorithms fail to take into account the impact of beamsplit due to the usage of SI AB. In what follows, we introduce
our BSA hybrid beamforming approach to efficiently mitigate
beam-split by using SI ABs without any additional hardware
components.

1
P −1 (P(aR (φk,l ))ηm ) ,
aR (θk,m,l ) = √
NR
1
=√
P −1 ([0, −jξm φk,l ηm , · · · , −jξm (NR − 1)φk,l ηm ]T )
NR
1
=√
P −1 ([0, −jξm θk,m,l , · · · , −jξm (NR − 1)θk,m,l ]T )
NR
1
[1, e−jξm θk,m,l , · · · , e−jξm (NR −1)θk,m,l ]T ,
(16)
=√
NR
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Algorithm 1 OMP-based hybrid beamforming
Input: DF , DW , Fopt [m], Wopt [m], ηm , m ∈ M.
Output: FRF , FBB [m].
1: FRF = Empty, Fres [m] = Fopt [m],
WRF = Empty, Wres [m] = Wopt [m].
2: D̃F [m]=P(P −1 (DF )ηm ). D̃W [m]=P(P −1 (DW )ηm ).
3: for k = 1, · · · , NRF do
∗
4:
gk [m] = fres,k
[m] ⊗ wres,k [m], m ∈ M.
P
H
⋆ ⋆
5:
{p , q } = argmaxp,q M
m=1 |dp,q [m]gk [m]|, where
∗
dp,q [m] = [D̃F [m]]p ⊗ [D̃W [m]]q .
6:
FRF = [FRF |[DF ]p⋆ ], WRF = [WRF |[DW ]q⋆ ].
7: end for
H
8: [Heff [m]]k = wRF,k
Hk [m]FRF , k ∈ K.
9: FBB [m] = Heff [m]† , m ∈ M.
10: [FBB [m]]k = [FBB [m]]k /kFRF FBB [m]kF , k ∈ K.

Algorithm 2 BSA hybrid beamforming
Input: FRF , FBB [m], ηm , m ∈ M.
e BB [m].
Output: F
1: FRF [m] = √ 1 P(ηm P −1 (FRF )).
NT
†
e
2: F
h BB [m] =
i FRFhFRF [m]F
i BB [m].
e
e
e BB [m]kF , k ∈ K.
3: FBB [m]
= FBB [m] /kFRF F
k

k
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which utilizes the fact that θk,m,l = φk,l ηm from (4). Using
(16), we can formulate the following useful expression for the
relationship between the beamformers f [m1 ] and f [m2 ] as
1
fm
f [m1 ] = √
P −1 (P(f [m2 ]) 1 ),
f m2
NT

(17)

10

5

0
-30

-25

-20

-15

-10

-5

0

5

10

for m1 , m2 ∈ M. Then, the SD beamformer FRF [m] is
1
FRF [m] = √
P −1 (P(FRF )ηm ),
NT

(18)
Fig. 1. Spectral efficiency versus SNR.

for m1 , m2 ∈ M. (18) allows us to obtain the SD ABs from
the SI AB FRF without solving (12) ∀m ∈ M.
Next, we propose an OMP based approach, wherein the
analog precoder FRF and combiner WRF are selected from
the dictionary matrices DF = [aT (ϕ1 ), · · · , aT (ϕNF )] ∈
CNT ×NF and DW = [aR (φ1 ), · · · , aR (φNW )] ∈ CNR ×NW ,
respectively, where φn , ϕn ∈ [−1, 1]. Then, we define the
complete dictionary D ∈ CNR NT ×N (N = NF NW ) as
D = D∗F ⊗ DW ,

(19)

for which the SD dictionaries can be defined as D̃F [m] =
P(P −1 (DF )ηm ). D̃W [m] = P(P −1 (DW )ηm ). Then, the
analog precoder/combiner pairs for the kth user can be found
as [DF ]p⋆ and [DW ]q⋆ via
⋆

⋆

{p , q } = argmax
p,q

M
X

m=1

|dH
p,q [m]gk [m]|,

(20)

where dp,q [m] = [D̃F [m]]∗p ⊗ [D̃W [m]]q and gk [m] =
∗
fres,k
[m]⊗wres,k [m], m ∈ M. fres,k [m] and wres,k [m] are the
kth column of the unconstrained precoder/combiners Fopt [m]
and Wopt [m], respectively. In particular, the kth column
of Fopt [m] is fopt,k [m] can be obtained from the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of Hk [m] [4, 18]. Similarly,
H
[m]HH
we have wopt,k [m] = P1 fopt,k
k [m]Hk [m]fopt,k [m] +
2 −1
σn
H
f
[m]H
[m].
Once
the
ABs
are obtained, then the
k
opt,k
P
effective channel should be computed to overcome interference
from other users. Hence, the kth column of the effective
channel is given by
H
[Heff [m]]k = wRF,k
Hk [m]FRF ,

(21)

for which the baseband beamformer can be found as
FBB [m] = Heff [m]† , m ∈ M whose kth column is, then,
normalized as [FBB [m]]k = [FBB [m]]k /kFRF FBB [m]kF .
The algorithmic steps of OMP-based hybrid beamforming is
presented in Algorithm 1. Notice that the hybrid beamformers
obtained in Algorithm 1 are corrupted by beam-split. Next,
the BSA hybrid beamformers are computed as shown in
Algorithm 2 by using (14) and (18), which can be applied
for any hybrid beamforming technique.
IV. N UMERICAL E XPERIMENTS
In this part, the performance of the proposed BSA hybrid
beamforming approach is evaluated. Throughout the simulations, the THz system model is realized with fc = 300 GHz,
B = 30 GHz, M = 128, NT = 256, NR = 8, NRF = K = 8,
L = 3 [3, 19, 20]. The DOA/DOD angles are selected uniform
randomly from the interval [− π2 , π2 ], and 100 Monte Carlo
experiments are conducted. We assume the channel matrix
Hk [m] is obtained via estimation techniques [7, 11, 21] prior
to the beamforming stage.
Fig. 1 shows the hybrid beamforming performance of the
proposed BSA approach in terms of spectral efficiency (SE)
with respect to signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In order to demonstrate the effectiveness of our BSA approach, we apply BSA
hybrid beamforming technique presented in Algorithm 2 to
both OMP and MO [16]. In Fig. 1, the fully-digital beamformer with no interference is used as yardstick [4]. We can
see that both BSA-OMP and BSA-MO achieves significant
SE improvement compared to OMP and MO which do no
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Fig. 2. Spectral efficiency versus system bandwidth.

take into account the effect of beam-split. The proposed BSAOMP approach also performs better than DPP-based hybrid
beamforming [12] which employs TD network to mitigate
beam-split. In contrast, our BSA approach does not require
TD network, hence, it is more hardware-efficient. Furthermore,
it can be applied to any hybrid beamforming algorithm. The
effectiveness of the proposed BSA approach is due to the
fact that it can accurately mitigate the impact of beam-split.
This is done by conveying the beam-split effect from the
SI AB to the SD digital beamformers. Hence, it can yield
the performance of SD beamformer without the necessity of
additional hardware components.
Fig. 2 shows the SE comparison with respect to the system
bandwidth up to B = 30 GHz. As it is seen, BSA-OMP
and BSA-MO face no performance loss due to increasing
bandwidth while the remaining methods fail to provide accurate results. Specifically, due to dealing with beam-split at
every subcarrier, the BSA-based approaches yield SD hybrid
beamformers without solving SD problem formulated in (12).
As a result, BSA beamforming approach is efficient in terms
of both computational complexity and hardware cost.
V. S UMMARY
In this work, we introduce a unified hybrid beamforming
technique to effectively mitigate the impact of beam-split. The
proposed BSA approach is advantages since it can be applied
to any hybrid beamforming algorithm, and it is hardwareefficient since it does not require additional hardware components, e.g., TD network to realize SD ABs. As future work,
the analysis of the proposed BSA approach under hardware
impairments for wideband THz systems can be investigated.
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