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Abstract—This paper addresses the spatial-wideband effect in
line-of-sight multiple-input multiple-output channels. This effect
arises once the bandwidth is large enough that the differences
in propagation delays for distinct transmit-receive antenna pairs
cease to be negligible relative to the symbol period; this, in turn,
gives rise to intersymbol interference. The impact of this effect
is quantified as a function of the relevant geometric parameters
(range, array orientations, antenna spacings) and a family of
scalable solutions is proposed to counter it. In particular, a
solution based on per-antenna delay lines at transmitter and
receiver is shown to be highly effective, and a criterion is derived
to set those delay lines as a function of the channel.

Index Terms—Line-of-sight communication, multiple-input
multiple-output, spatial-wideband effect, beam squint, precoding.

I. INTRODUCTION

In search of ever wider bandwidths, wireless systems con-
tinue to move to progressively higher frequencies. With 5G
currently seizing mmWave bands, the attention of researchers
is shifting to the subterahertz range (0.1–1 THz) [1]. Recent
experimental demonstrations with state-of-the-art solid-state
electronics have reached 100 Gb/s over 20 GHz of bandwidth
at 300 GHz [2].

By virtue of the minute wavelength, the subterahertz realm
offers additional opportunities besides lots of idle spectrum:
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) transmission becomes
feasible in line-of-sight (LOS) conditions [3]–[14]. Precisely,
a high-rank channel matrix can be obtained in the absence of
multipath propagation, based only on the array apertures them-
selves, as the receive array becomes—in wavelengths—large
enough to resolve each transmit antenna. This is a welcome
phenomenon given that LOS is the predominant propagation
mechanism for the envisioned short-range transmissions at
these very high frequencies.

In multipath channels, wide bandwidths inevitably lead
to frequency selectivity and intersymbol interference (ISI)
because of the distinct delays over the multipath components.
As illustrated with a two-path toy setting in Fig. 1, these
delay differences arise chiefly because of the distinct lengths
of the propagation paths; additional differences exist across
antennas, given their slightly displaced positions, but these
are comparatively negligible. In LOS channels, only the direct
propagation path is present and hence there are no multipath-
induced delays, but the antenna-specific differences remain

(a)

(b)

<latexit sha1_base64="JdfmSV5RQuVHg4uiyBFLdtMyXzA=">AAACBXicbVC7SgNBFL3rM8ZX1NJmMIgWEnYlqGVAC8sI5gHZNcxOZpMhM7PLzKwQlq39BVvt7cTW77D1S5w8Ck08cOFwzr2cywkTzrRx3S9naXlldW29sFHc3Nre2S3t7Td1nCpCGyTmsWqHWFPOJG0YZjhtJ4piEXLaCofXY7/1SJVmsbw3o4QGAvclixjBxkoPfoZuupk8E/kJ8vNuqexW3AnQIvFmpAwz1Lulb78Xk1RQaQjHWnc8NzFBhpVhhNO86KeaJpgMcZ92LJVYUB1kk69zdGyVHopiZUcaNFF/X2RYaD0Sod0U2Az0vDcW//VCMZdsoqsgYzJJDZVkGhylHJkYjStBPaYoMXxkCSaK2d8RGWCFibHFFW0p3nwFi6R5XvEuKtW7arnmzuopwCEcwSl4cAk1uIU6NICAgmd4gVfnyXlz3p2P6eqSM7s5gD9wPn8A0teYXA==</latexit>

{D0
n,m}

<latexit sha1_base64="5+Lozy4pYWq16OohN1FFldHAi8o=">AAACBHicbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+opY2g0GwkLArQS0DWlhGMA/ILmF2MkmGzMyuM7NCWLb1F2y1txNb/8PWL3GSbKGJBy4czrmXczlhzJk2rvvlFFZW19Y3ipulre2d3b3y/kFLR4kitEkiHqlOiDXlTNKmYYbTTqwoFiGn7XB8PfXbj1RpFsl7M4lpIPBQsgEj2Fgp8FN000vlmciQn/XKFbfqzoCWiZeTCuRo9Mrffj8iiaDSEI617npubIIUK8MIp1nJTzSNMRnjIe1aKrGgOkhnT2foxCp9NIiUHWnQTP19kWKh9USEdlNgM9KL3lT81wvFQrIZXAUpk3FiqCTz4EHCkYnQtBHUZ4oSwyeWYKKY/R2REVaYGNtbyZbiLVawTFrnVe+iWrurVepuXk8RjuAYTsGDS6jDLTSgCQQe4Ble4NV5ct6cd+djvlpw8ptD+APn8wdsMZgr</latexit>

{Dn,m}

<latexit sha1_base64="4GKwS88NManSe6fFKcTdXRFBFWs=">AAAB+HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eFoPgKeyKqMeAHjwmYB6QLGF20psMmZldZmaFuOQLvOrdm3j1b7z6JU6SPWhiQUNR1U01FSacaeN5X05hbX1jc6u4XdrZ3ds/KB8etXScKopNGvNYdUKikTOJTcMMx06ikIiQYzsc38789iMqzWL5YCYJBoIMJYsYJcZKjbt+ueJVvTncVeLnpAI56v3yd28Q01SgNJQTrbu+l5ggI8owynFa6qUaE0LHZIhdSyURqINs/ujUPbPKwI1iZUcad67+vsiI0HoiQrspiBnpZW8m/uuFYinZRDdBxmSSGpR0ERyl3DWxO2vBHTCF1PCJJYQqZn936YgoQo3tqmRL8ZcrWCWti6p/Vb1sXFZqXl5PEU7gFM7Bh2uowT3UoQkUEJ7hBV6dJ+fNeXc+FqsFJ785hj9wPn8AydWTZQ==</latexit>

D

<latexit sha1_base64="cp31w7aLMGgUVMKYLE2B2i6xLDw=">AAAB+XicbVC7SgNBFL3rM8ZX1NJmMIhWYVeCWga0sIxiHpAsYXYymwyZxzIzK4Qlf2CrvZ3Y+jW2fomTZAtNPHDhcM69nMuJEs6M9f0vb2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2jUo1oQ2iuNLtCBvKmaQNyyyn7URTLCJOW9HoZuq3nqg2TMlHO05oKPBAspgRbJ30cHvWK5X9ij8DWiZBTsqQo94rfXf7iqSCSks4NqYT+IkNM6wtI5xOit3U0ASTER7QjqMSC2rCbPbpBJ06pY9ipd1Ii2bq74sMC2PGInKbAtuhWfSm4r9eJBaSbXwdZkwmqaWSzIPjlCOr0LQG1GeaEsvHjmCimfsdkSHWmFhXVtGVEixWsEyaF5XgslK9r5Zrfl5PAY7hBM4hgCuowR3UoQEEYniGF3j1Mu/Ne/c+5qsrXn5zBH/gff4ALKiTlg==</latexit>

D0

<latexit sha1_base64="me59p/ZY/WZxJQ8/GAJ29UrV86M=">AAACAHicbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+opY2g0GwCrsS1DJgYxnBPCRZwuzsJBkys7vM3BXCksZfsNXeTmz9E1u/xEmyhSYeuHA4517O5QSJFAZd98sprK1vbG4Vt0s7u3v7B+XDo5aJU814k8Uy1p2AGi5FxJsoUPJOojlVgeTtYHwz89uPXBsRR/c4Sbiv6DASA8EoWukh7Gc9rQhO++WKW3XnIKvEy0kFcjT65e9eGLNU8QiZpMZ0PTdBP6MaBZN8WuqlhieUjemQdy2NqOLGz+YPT8mZVUIyiLWdCMlc/X2RUWXMRAV2U1EcmWVvJv7rBWopGQfXfiaiJEUesUXwIJUEYzJrg4RCc4ZyYgllWtjfCRtRTRnazkq2FG+5glXSuqh6l9XaXa1Sd/N6inACp3AOHlxBHW6hAU1goOAZXuDVeXLenHfnY7FacPKbY/gD5/MHKriW+w==</latexit>

dt

<latexit sha1_base64="7soYrMZHOvh57yN03Sf0j2Oa/2I=">AAACAHicbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+opY2g0GwCrsS1DJgYxnBPCRZwuzsbDJkZnaZmRXCksZfsNXeTmz9E1u/xNlkC008cOFwzr2cywkSzrRx3S+ntLa+sblV3q7s7O7tH1QPjzo6ThWhbRLzWPUCrClnkrYNM5z2EkWxCDjtBpOb3O8+UqVZLO/NNKG+wCPJIkawsdJDOMwGSiA1G1Zrbt2dA60SryA1KNAaVr8HYUxSQaUhHGvd99zE+BlWhhFOZ5VBqmmCyQSPaN9SiQXVfjZ/eIbOrBKiKFZ2pEFz9fdFhoXWUxHYTYHNWC97ufivF4ilZBNd+xmTSWqoJIvgKOXIxChvA4VMUWL41BJMFLO/IzLGChNjO6vYUrzlClZJ56LuXdYbd41a0y3qKcMJnMI5eHAFTbiFFrSBgIBneIFX58l5c96dj8VqySlujuEPnM8fJ46W+Q==</latexit>

dr

<latexit sha1_base64="me59p/ZY/WZxJQ8/GAJ29UrV86M=">AAACAHicbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+opY2g0GwCrsS1DJgYxnBPCRZwuzsJBkys7vM3BXCksZfsNXeTmz9E1u/xEmyhSYeuHA4517O5QSJFAZd98sprK1vbG4Vt0s7u3v7B+XDo5aJU814k8Uy1p2AGi5FxJsoUPJOojlVgeTtYHwz89uPXBsRR/c4Sbiv6DASA8EoWukh7Gc9rQhO++WKW3XnIKvEy0kFcjT65e9eGLNU8QiZpMZ0PTdBP6MaBZN8WuqlhieUjemQdy2NqOLGz+YPT8mZVUIyiLWdCMlc/X2RUWXMRAV2U1EcmWVvJv7rBWopGQfXfiaiJEUesUXwIJUEYzJrg4RCc4ZyYgllWtjfCRtRTRnazkq2FG+5glXSuqh6l9XaXa1Sd/N6inACp3AOHlxBHW6hAU1goOAZXuDVeXLenHfnY7FacPKbY/gD5/MHKriW+w==</latexit>

dt

<latexit sha1_base64="7soYrMZHOvh57yN03Sf0j2Oa/2I=">AAACAHicbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+opY2g0GwCrsS1DJgYxnBPCRZwuzsbDJkZnaZmRXCksZfsNXeTmz9E1u/xNlkC008cOFwzr2cywkSzrRx3S+ntLa+sblV3q7s7O7tH1QPjzo6ThWhbRLzWPUCrClnkrYNM5z2EkWxCDjtBpOb3O8+UqVZLO/NNKG+wCPJIkawsdJDOMwGSiA1G1Zrbt2dA60SryA1KNAaVr8HYUxSQaUhHGvd99zE+BlWhhFOZ5VBqmmCyQSPaN9SiQXVfjZ/eIbOrBKiKFZ2pEFz9fdFhoXWUxHYTYHNWC97ufivF4ilZBNd+xmTSWqoJIvgKOXIxChvA4VMUWL41BJMFLO/IzLGChNjO6vYUrzlClZJ56LuXdYbd41a0y3qKcMJnMI5eHAFTbiFFrSBgIBneIFX58l5c96dj8VqySlujuEPnM8fJ46W+Q==</latexit>

dr

Fig. 1. Two-path channel. (a) Path delay differences. (b) Antenna-specific
delay differences.

and the enormous bandwidths amplify their role. Once these
become nonnegligile relative to the symbol period, frequency
selectivity and ISI arise. To refer to this specific kind of
frequency selectivity, the term spatial-wideband has been
coined [15].

When transmitter and receiver implement phased-array
beamforming in LOS, the spatial-wideband effect manifests
itself as a drift in the beam directions over frequency, a phe-
nomenon known as beam squint [16]–[18]. This phenomenon
can be prevented by implementing true time delay beam-
forming, whereby, rather than antenna-specific phase shifts,
antenna-specific delays are applied [19]–[21]. An example of
true time delay transmit beamforming is provided in Fig. 2.

In LOS MIMO with spatial multiplexing, the correction of
the spatial-wideband effect becomes far less straightforward:
from the vantage of each receive antenna, a different set of
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dt

Fig. 2. True time delay transmit beamforming, with the sequence of symbols
radiated by each antenna shown explicitly. The delay across the array
determines the beamforming direction.

delays should generally be applied to each transmit antenna,
and vice versa. This problem motivates the present paper,
whose contributions are:
• A quantification of the impact of the spatial-wideband

effect in wideband LOS MIMO channels.
• The derivation of a family of scalable transmitter and

receiver solutions to counter this effect.
The focus is on uniform linear arrays (ULAs), which expe-
rience the most severe spatial-wideband effects for a given
number of antennas, yet the proposed solutions apply to
arbitrary array topologies.

II. CHANNEL MODEL

Consider an LOS setting with respective ULAs featuring Nt

transmit and Nr receive antennas. As illustrated in Fig. 3, the
ULA orientations can be specified through the corresponding
elevation angles, θt and θr, plus one azimuth angle, φ.

A. Narrowband Representation

Let us begin by considering a narrowband situation, with
negligible differences in the delays over the links connecting
the various transmit and receive antennas. Then, the channel
between the mth transmit and the nth receive antenna adopts
the form of the complex coefficient

√
GtGr λ

4πDn,m
e−j

2π
λ Dn,m n = 0, . . . , Nr − 1 (1)

m = 0, . . . , Nt − 1

where Dn,m =
√
D2
x +D2

y +D2
z is the distance, given

Dx = ndr cos θr −mdt cos θt, (2)
Dy = ndr sin θr sinφ, (3)
Dz = D + ndr sin θr cosφ−mdt sin θt, (4)

whereas λ is the wavelength and Gt, Gr, are the antenna gains
in the appropriate direction.

Provided the array apertures are small relative to Dn,m, the
magnitude of (1) can be regarded as constant across n and m
and the channel matrix can be normalized into

H =

 e−j
2π
λ D0,0 . . . e−j

2π
λ D0,Nt−1

...
. . .

...
e−j

2π
λ DNr−1,0 . . . e−j

2π
λ DNr−1,Nt−1

 . (5)

The receiver observes

y = Hx+ z, (6)

x

y zD

θt

θr

φ

Fig. 3. LOS MIMO setting with transmit and receive ULAs.

where z ∼ NC(0, N0BI) and x =
√
PFs is the transmit

signal, with s a vector of unit-power symbols and F the
precoder satisfying tr

(
FF ∗

)
= 1 such that P is the radiated

power. In turn, N0 is the noise spectral density and B is the
bandwidth.

By precoding along the right singular vectors of H , with
powers optimized via waterfilling, while receiving along the
left singular vectors, capacity can be achieved [22]. This
entails the singular-value decomposition (SVD) of H .

B. Spatial-Wideband Effect

As the bandwidth and/or the arrays grow large, the delay
differences become nonnegligible relative to the symbol pe-
riod, and they must be accounted for in the formulation. The
nth receive antenna observes

yn(t) =

Nt−1∑
m=0

xm(t− τn,m) e−j
2π
λ Dn,m + zn(t) (7)

with τn,m = Dn,m/c the delay experienced by the signal from
the mth transmit antenna and

xm(t) =
√
P

K∑
k=1

fm,k sk(t) (8)

where fm,k is the (m, k)th entry of F and

sk(t) =

∞∑
i=−∞

sk,i g(t− i/B) (9)

is the kth data stream, for k = 1, . . . ,K, with {sk,i} being
unit-power symbols and g(·) a unit-energy pulse. (The symbol
period has been taken to be 1/B, with a corrective factor being
necessary if the pulse shape consumes excess bandwidth.)

For given θt and θr, increasing φ is sure to reduce the delays,
hence we can conservatively concentrate on φ = 0. And, as in
conventional ISI channels, a key figure of merit is the delay
spread

στ =

√√√√ 1

NtNr

∑
m

∑
n

τ2n,m −
(

1

NtNr

∑
m

∑
n

τn,m

)2

,

(10)
whose definition is simpler than in conventional ISI channels
by virtue of the power being the same for all the terms.
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Once the condition στB � 1 is violated, the narrowband
representation set forth in Sec. II-A no longer suffices and a
transmit-receive architecture oblivious to this may experience
a severe performance degradation. Based on the rule of thumb
from ISI channels that the degradation becomes considerable
for στB & 0.1, we can delineate the regimes where the spatial-
wideband effect might arise. For a representative assessment,
consider the situation in Fig. 4, where the transmitter is vertical
and the receiver is oriented as per θr. The corresponding delay
spreads in Fig. 5 evince that, for θr ≥ 45◦ and B ≥ 1 GHz, the
effect might arise even for two-antenna arrays; with substan-
tially more than two antennas, it might arise for bandwidths of
only a few hundred MHz. The robustness increases somewhat
as θr approaches zero, but, even then, the effect might arise
for multi-GHz bandwidths. As illustrated in Sec. IV, the
effect indeed arises in all of these situations and the ensuing
performance degradation is dire.

III. INFORMATION-THEORETIC CAPACITY

The channel is regarded as static, hence known by both
transmitter and receiver. In the frequency domain, and with

the observations at the Nr receive antennas assembled into a
vector, (7) becomes

y(f) = H(f) x(f) + z(f) − B

2
≤ f ≤ B

2
(11)

where

hn,m(f) = e−j
2π
λ Dn,m e−j2πfτn,m (12)

whose second term reflects the frequency-selective nature of
the channel on account of the spatial-wideband effect. If the
Fourier transform of the pulse shape, G(f) = F{g(τ)}, is
not flat over the signal bandwidth, it can be absorbed into
hn,m(f).

Applying, now as a function of frequency, the SVD-based
strategy sketched in Sec. II-A, the capacity emerges as

C =
1

B

Nmin−1∑
k=0

∫ B/2

−B/2
log2

(
1 +

P

N0

[
1

γ
− 1

σ2
k(f)

]+
σ2
k(f)

)
df

(13)

with σk(f) the kth singular value of H(f) while γ satisfies
Nmin−1∑
k=0

∫ B/2

−B/2

[
1

γ
− 1

σ2
k(f)

]+
df = 1 (14)

given [z]+ = max(0, z).
Approaching (13) via optimum transmission and reception

in the frequency domain involves a progressively finer partition
into subbands with a correspondingly growing number of
SVDs. This motivates the interest in alternative solutions that
are scalable, which is the subject of the next section.

IV. SCALABLE WIDEBAND MIMO

A. Frequency-Domain Approach

A scalable approach inspired directly on the formulation of
the capacity would be to partition the available bandwidth into
L subbands, with L being a tradeoff between performance and
complexity. (For L = 1 we recover the scheme based on the
narrowband representation whereas, for L → ∞, we obtain
the capacity-achieving solution.) This approach, entertained
already for beamforming [23], can be applied to general
MIMO settings by replacing the per-subband beamforming
with per-subband SVD-based transmission and reception.

Letting H` be the channel at the center frequency of the
`th subband, with SVD given by H` = U`Σ`V

∗
` where

Σ` = diag
(
σ`,0, . . . ,σ`,Nmin−1

)
, the transmit-receive relation-

ship over that subband is [24, sec. 5.3]

U∗`y`(f) =
√
P U∗`H(f)V` diag

(√
p`,0, . . . ,

√
p`,Nmin−1

)
s`

+ U∗`z`(f) (15)

where p`,k is the power allocated to the kth data stream on the
`th subband and U∗`z`(f) ∼ z`(f). The signal-to-interference-
plus-noise ratio (SINR) experienced by the kth stream over
the `th subband is then

sinr`,k(f) =
p`,k |u∗`,kH(f)v`,k|2∑

k′ 6=k p`,k′ |u∗`,kH(f)v`,k′ |2 + 1
L
N0B
P

(16)



Fig. 6. Spectral efficiency versus L with Nt = Nr = 64, D = 30 m,
P

N0B
= 10 dB, fc = 300 GHz, and B = 20 GHz. In dashed, the

corresponding narrowband capacity.
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Fig. 7. MIMO setting with per-antenna delay lines at transmitter and receiver.

where

p`,k =

[
1

γ
− 1

σ2
`,k

]+
(17)

with γ such that
∑
k

∑
` p`,k = 1. The achievable spectral

efficiency is

C =
1

B

Nmin−1∑
k=0

L∑
`=1

∫ −B2 + `B
L

−B2 +
(`−1)B
L

log2

(
1 + sinr`,k(f)

)
df.

(18)

This spectral efficiency is exemplified in Fig. 6, which
evidences how, for some receiver orientations, very few sub-
bands suffice to converge to the capacity whereas, for other
orientations, the convergence is excruciatingly slow and the
scalability is called into question.

B. Delay-Domain Approach

While the division into a few subbands is an obvious way of
counterbalancing the increase in bandwidth, it is only effective
for a restricted set of orientations. A delay-domain approach
generalizing the principles of true time delay beamforming is
therefore enticing.

Given per-antenna delay lines as in Fig. 7, the challenge is to
set those delays, denoted by α1, . . . , αNt at the transmitter and
by β1, . . . , βNr

at the receiver. However, as advanced in Sec. I,
the optimum corrective delay for a certain transmit antenna
is in general different from the viewpoint of each receive
antenna, and vice versa. Save for singular situations such as
θt = θr = 0, it is not possible to simultaneously equalize the
delays for the antenna pairs. In fact, the transmissions from
the Nt transmit antennas often do not even reach every receive
antenna in the same order.

A strategy that is consistent with the delay spread being a
key figure of merit is to minimize the overall delay spread,
including transmitter, channel, and receiver. That means setting
the transmit and receive delay lines to

(α∗m, β
∗
n) = argmin

αm,βn

1

NtNr

∑
m

∑
n

(
τn,m + βn + αm

)2
−
(

1

NtNr

∑
m

∑
n

(
τn,m + βn + αm

))2

, (19)

Fig. 8. Spectral efficiency versus θr with Nt = Nr = 64, D = 30 m,
P/N0B = 10 dB, and fc = 300 GHz. The dashed line indicates B/fc � 1
while the solid lines indicate B = 20 GHz (capacity and various solutions,
including being oblivious to the spatial wideband effect).

which is solved by

β∗n = − 1

Nt

Nt−1∑
m=0

τn,m +
µ

NtNr

Nt−1∑
m=0

Nr−1∑
n=0

τn,m (20)

α∗m = − 1

Nr

Nr−1∑
n=0

τn,m +
1− µ
NtNr

Nt−1∑
m=0

Nr−1∑
n=0

τn,m (21)

where µ is an arbitrary value in [0, 1].
Denoting by Heff(f) the overall channel frequency response

with the transmit and receive delay lines subsumed, such that

heff

n,m(f) = e−j
2π
λ Dn,m e−j2πf(τn,m+α∗m+β∗n), (22)

the SINR and spectral efficiency are given by (16)–(18), with
Heff(f) in lieu of H(f) and with L = 1.

C. Combined Approach

The frequency- and delay-domain approaches can be com-
bined by partitioning the bandwidth into L subbands and
setting the delay lines to respective values obtained by solving
(20) and (21) on each subband.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

To evaluate the performance of solution propounded in the
previous section, let us again consider the situation in Fig. 4,
where the transmitter is vertical and the receiver is oriented
as per θr.

Shown in Fig. 8 is the spectral efficiency as a function
of θr. While the information-theoretic capacity of a 20-GHz
channel is essentially identical to that of a narrowband channel,
a solution oblivious to the spatial-wideband effect performs
catastrophically in most orientations. With the introduction
of delay lines at transmitter and receiver, a hefty share of
the shortfall is recovered and, with a further partition into a
few subbands, the recovery is almost complete. For θr = 0,
interestingly, the introduction of delay lines with the criterion
in (20)–(21) is counterproductive, suggesting that even better
criteria may be possible.

Concentrating on the pure delay-domain solution, Fig. 9
shows how its gap to optimality changes as the bandwidth
is swept from B = 1 GHz to B = 20 GHz, for different
orientations. In every case, the performance is excellent,
and would improve further with any division into subbands.
Finally, Fig. 10 confirms that the performance degradation in
transmissions oblivious to the spatial-wideband effect begins,
for some orientations, with bandwidths of a few hundred MHz.
This reinforces the importance of solutions such as the ones
presented herein. And, for θr = 0, the figure again suggests
that even better criteria than (20)–(21) may exist.
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Fig. 9. Spectral efficiency vs bandwidth for Nt = Nr = 64, D = 30 m,
P/N0B = 10 dB at B = 20 GHz, and fc = 300 GHz. For each orientation,
the top curve indicates the capacity whereas the bottom curve corresponds to
delay lines with the criteria in (20)–(21).
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Fig. 10. Spectral efficiency vs bandwidth for Nt = Nr = 64, D = 30 m,
P/N0B = 10 dB at B = 20 GHz, and fc = 300 GHz. Save for θr = 0, the
bottom curve corresponds to being oblivious to the spatial-wideband effect
whereas the top curve corresponds to the use of delay lines.

VI. SUMMARY

In LOS MIMO, the performance deteriorates rapidly as
the bandwidth grows due to the spatial-wideband effect. For
most array orientations, the degradation becomes noticeable
for rather modest bandwidths, sometimes well below 1 GHz.
The parallel arrangement of transmitter and receiver is the
most robust.

Except possibly for parallel or quasi-parallel settings, the
spatial-wideband effect must be countered for LOS MIMO

to behave satisfactorily. Division into subbands is an obvious
way, but an exceedingly fine division is required in many
cases. A delay-based solution is much more effective and
largely satisfactory; moreover, a delay-based solution rein-
forces the effectiveness of dividing the bandwidth into a small
number of subbands.

In terms of how to set the transmit and receive delay lines,
minimizing the overall delay spread is an effective strategy, yet
there are hints that even better solutions may be possible, and
this presents an avenue of interest for subsequent work. Also
of interest is to reassess the performance with estimated time-
varying channels, rather than the static channels considered in
this paper.
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