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ABSTRACT  
In this paper, we explore the transformative potential of artificial intelligence (AI) to address the challenges posed by terahertz ultra-massive 
multiple-input multiple-output (THz UM-MIMO) systems. We begin by outlining the characteristics of THz UM-MIMO systems, and 
identify three primary challenges for the transceiver design: ‘hard to compute’, ‘hard to model’, and ‘hard to measure’. We argue that AI 
can provide a promising solution to these challenges. We then propose three systematic research roadmaps for developing AI algorithms 
tailored for THz UM-MIMO systems. The first roadmap, called model-driven deep learning (DL), emphasizes the importance to leverage 
available domain knowledge and advocates for adopting AI only to enhance the bottleneck modules within an established signal processing 
or optimization framework. We discuss four essential steps to make it work, including algorithmic frameworks, basis algorithms, loss 
function design, and neural architecture design. The second roadmap presents channel station information (CSI) foundation models, aiming 
to unify the design of different transceiver modules by focusing on their common foundation, i.e., the wireless channel. We propose to train 
a single, compact foundation model to estimate the score function of wireless channels, which can serve as a versatile prior for designing a 
wide variety of transceiver modules. We will guide the readers through four essential steps, including general frameworks, conditioning, 
site-specific adaptation, and the joint design of CSI foundation models and model-driven DL. The third roadmap aims to explore potential 
directions for applying pre-trained large language models (LLMs) to THz UM-MIMO systems. We envision several application scenarios, 
including LLM-based estimation, optimization, searching, network management, and protocol understanding. Lastly, we shed light on open 
problems and future research directions.  
 

1. Introduction 

1.1. Background 
Our society is undergoing a digitization revolution, marked by a dramatic increase in both connectivity and throughput [1]. We have 

witnessed a significant growth in media transmissions, including images, videos, and, in the near future, augmented and virtual reality 
streams [2], [3]. Particularly, 5G has ushered in transformative benefits of ‘connected things’, and the anticipated global 6G research and 
development activities promise to further open up a future of ‘connected intelligence’ with groundbreaking applications and services [4], 
as shown in Fig. 1. Various fascinating applications such as the artificial intelligence of things (AIoT), autonomous driving, smart 
manufacturing, and edge artificial intelligence (AI) are expected to play important roles in 6G and beyond systems. The road to 6G requires 
innovative enabling technologies to manage the exponential growth of mobile data traffic and diverse applications. Future communication 
systems desire to meet stringent requirements covering throughput, scalability, latency, and complexity [5], [6], with an anticipation of 
exceptionally high data rates of up to 1 Tbps, extremely low end-to-end latencies of less than 100 microsecond, extremely high spectral 
efficiency of about 100 bps/Hz, ultra-wide bands of up to 3 THz, and massive numbers of connections reaching at least 108 devices per km2. 
Hence, transformative wireless technologies are needed.  

A number of white papers and technical reports, written by international telecommunication union (ITU) [7], 5G Americas [8], and 
China’s IMT-2030 (6G) promotion group [9], have all emphasized the importance of studying the unexplored higher frequency bands for 
6G and beyond systems. Of particular interest is the terahertz (THz) band, i.e., the spectrum spanning from 100 GHz to 10 THz, which rests 
largely underutilized and presents opportunities to fulfill the ever-increasing demands for wireless links [10]. The federal communications 
commission (FCC) of United States has already allocated the 95 GHz to the 3 THz spectrum to be used for 6G to set the US as the pacesetter 



   

in the 6G race [11]. Also, IEEE 802.15.3d kickstarted the initial standardization efforts for THz-band communications [12]. Along with the 
quest for higher frequency bands, it is also a natural trend to deploy more antennas at the base station (BS). Such a development has evolved 
from small-scale multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems with only a few antennas in 3G, to massive MIMO systems in 4/5G [13].  

 
Fig. 1. A journey of global wireless development towards IMT-2030.  

 
1.2. UM-MIMO Systems at the THz Band 

Looking ahead to the future generation of wireless networks, it is envisioned that ultra-massive MIMO (UM-MIMO) arrays with more 
than 1024 antennas may well be introduced at the THz frequency band [14], [15], [16]. Such a transformative technology can mitigate the 
significant path loss and molecular absorption loss with highly directional beamforming to enhance the coverage range [17], and leverage 
the abundant bandwidth to achieve an extremely high spectral and energy efficiency [18]. In addition, THz UM-MIMO also promises to 
provide a higher localization accuracy with less transmission power and smaller footprint compared with its millimeter-wave (mmWave) 
counterparts [19], and is able to support the integration of sensing and communication functionalities [20], [21]. Another important 
application is the nano-communications, including on-chip communications and in-body networks that benefit from the tiny footprint of 
THz arrays based on the nano- and meta-materials [22], [23]. In addition, the line-of-sight (LoS) THz UM-MIMO array has the potential 
to become a wireless replacement for the copper or fiber point-to-point links in data center networks and provide high-capacity links for 
the aerial and space networks thanks to the spherical-wave spatial multiplexing enabled by the near field of the array [24], [25]. Lastly, 
THz-band communications are poised to enable massive connectivity and enhanced physical layer security in 6G and beyond [26].  

Nevertheless, the study of THz UM-MIMO systems is still in its early stages, and a number of unique challenges remain to be tackled 
[27]. We summarize these challenges by three ‘hard to’ terms from a signal processing perspective. First, the overwhelming system scale 
and the short coherence times in THz UM-MIMO systems render many traditional model-based designs too complex to implement, leading 
to the ‘hard to compute’ problem. This necessitates low-complexity, real-time algorithms that can efficiently handle high-dimensional signal 
processing and optimization problems. In addition, the channel characteristics at the THz band are considerably more complex. Many new 
phenomena can be observed in THz UM-MIMO channels, such as the hybrid far-field and near-field effect (a.k.a., the hybrid-field effect 
[28], [29]), the spatial non-stationary effect [30], [31], and the wideband beam squint effect [32]. These effects will jointly cause the ‘hard 
to model’ problem for transceiver design, potentially making it more difficult for classical optimization and analysis tools to function 
effectively, as they often depend on precise system and channel modeling. This requires novel approaches that can learn from and adapt to 
complex environments without a good analytical model. Lastly, it is the ‘hard to measure’ problem. By ‘hard to measure’, we refer 
specifically to channel measurement. This phrase itself could also mean that it is hard to ‘measure’ the performance of AI-based 
communication systems, which may involve different metrics than traditional designs. While this is also important, in this paper, we only 
refer to the channel measurement meaning of this phrase. The use of the array-of-subarray (AoSA) architecture in THz UM-MIMO leads 
to a significantly smaller number of radio frequency (RF) chains than that of antennas [33], [34]. Combined with hardware impairments 
[35], [36], [37], this will result in incomplete and corrupted measurements in the channel estimation stage, and greatly complicate the 
acquisition of accurate channel state information (CSI) [38]. Novel solutions should be studied to leverage historical data and corrupted 
measurements to overcome these limitations and enhance performance in CSI acquisition and channel-dependent tasks.  

It is also good to note that UM-MIMO has also been investigated under other terminologies in the literature, such as extremely/extra 
large-scale MIMO (XL-MIMO) systems [31], [39], [40], [41], extremely large aperture array (ELAA) [42], [43], and gigantic MIMO 
(gMIMO) [44] for different frequency bands. In this paper, with a background in THz communications, we stick to the terminology THz 
UM-MIMO originally proposed in [15], as it is the first to introduce the concept specifically for the THz band.  
 
1.3. AI for Communications 

Since 2017 [45], AI, in particular deep learning (DL), has regained attention in the wireless communications community and has gradually 
become one of the indispensable tools to the design and optimize of large-scale multi-antenna systems [46], [47]. The applications of AI 
could be categorized according to the three ‘hard to’ challenges discussed before. Firstly, one potential application of AI is to exploit its 
capability to facilitate the solution of ‘hard to compute’ problems, e.g., those traditionally considered intractable owing to challenges such 
as high-dimensionality, high-cardinality, or non-convexity [48]. AI models can be trained to either directly approximate the desired solution, 
or function implicitly by replacing the bottleneck modules of an established optimization or signal processing algorithm with learnable 
components [49]. These two paradigms are respectively named the data-driven and the model-driven approaches in wireless communication 



   

literatures [50], [51]. In addition, AI is also helpful in tackling the ‘hard to model’ problem by learning complex and nonlinear relationships 
from data, bypassing the need for accurate analytical models. This has found successful applications particularly in high-dimensional 
problems in the physical layer and model-free problems in the medium access control (MAC) layer and above [46], [47]. Lastly, the ‘hard 
to measure’ problem may be approached with the idea of generative AI [52] and foundation models. These approaches can learn channel 
distributions from historical data and generate high-fidelity synthetic channels for data augmentation, thereby enhancing channel-dependent 
tasks. Furthermore, they can serve as an open-ended prior for solving inverse problems in the physical layer, such as channel estimation, 
prediction, and tracking, based on incomplete and corrupted measurements [52].  

After nearly 8 years of explorations on AI for communications, a few shared perspectives have gradually emerged in this field. The first 
one is that, AI can have its role when the analytical models fail to offer optimal solutions [46], [48], [53], [54]. The failure can stem from 
either the prohibitive complexity (i.e., the ‘hard to compute’ problem) or the lack of an accurate model (i.e., the ‘hard to model’ problem). 
This has led to a new paradigm called model-driven DL, where AI functions implicitly by replacing the bottleneck modules of an established 
optimization or signal processing algorithm with learnable components, so that both model-based expert knowledge and the AI’s learning 
capabilities can be integrated [50], [55]. The second perspective is that data will probably be a major bottleneck for training AI models in 
wireless communications [53], [56], [57], [58]. Large-scale data collection and channel measurement are required to characterize site-
specific channel and user distributions, which are both expensive and time-consuming (i.e., the ‘hard to measure’ problem). The third 
perspective is from our own understanding. Since wireless transceivers share a common basis, i.e., the wireless channel, we consider 
whether it is possible to design a unified foundation model that can serve various transceiver modules, instead of developing separate AI 
models for each problem. The unified model could reduce both the training and deployment costs. The last two perspectives have inspired 
us to propose a new concept called CSI foundation models. Based on the available data, we hope to train a single, compact generative AI 
model that could both learn to capture site-specific channel characteristics to perform data augmentation, and also serve as a versatile prior 
that can support the design of many different transceiver modules.  
 
1.4. Contributions and Organization 

While THz UM-MIMO is envisioned as a promising candidate technology in 6G and beyond wireless systems [59], research in this field 
is still in its early stages, with significant potentials for future development. As this important field continues to evolve, researchers 
interested in THz UM-MIMO systems may find themselves eager to apply AI to solve many challenging problems at hand but unsure of 
where to begin. Conversely, experts in AI for communications may not be well-versed into the unique characteristics of THz systems, which 
can impede their entry into this promising field. In this paper, we endeavor to bridge these gaps by introducing key system and channel 
characteristics of THz UM-MIMO, identifying the relevant challenges, and showcasing how AI can find its role in tackling these challenges. 
We propose two systematic research roadmaps, i.e., model-driven DL and CSI foundation models, and provide a step-by-step guide for 
each roadmap. We highlight the key frameworks and techniques involved to develop AI solutions for THz UM-MIMO systems. Through 
this paper, we aim to foster collaborations between experts in AI and THz communications to jointly promote the exciting interdisciplinary 
area [60], [61].  

The organization of this paper is shown in Fig. 2. Section 1 is the introduction. In Section 2, we first discuss the preliminaries of THz 
UM-MIMO communications, and point out their key system and channel characteristics. In Section 3, we discuss how the three ‘hard to’ 
challenges manifest in THz UM-MIMO systems, and explain why AI is a promising candidate to tackle these challenges. In Sections 4, we 
systematically discuss the research roadmaps to developing model-driven DL and CSI foundation models in THz UM-MIMO systems. We 
will illustrate their design principles and key components, and also introduce some representative case studies. We conclude the paper in 
Section 5 with a few takeaways.  

 
Fig. 2. Organization of this paper.  
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2. THz UM-MIMO Communications 

In this section, we focus on introducing the key features and channel models of THz UM-MIMO systems, and explain the challenges 
they present for transceiver design. Since there is already an overview paper [18] that offers a comprehensive introduction to the 
mathematical models of THz UM-MIMO, we will avoid redundancy and direct readers to Section II in [18] for more details. We also refer 
the readers to [38] for open-source codes of THz UM-MIMO systems.  

 
2.1. Key System Characteristics 

THz-band waves suffer from severe propagation path losses caused by the molecule absorption at THz frequencies [62], [63]. UM-
MIMO antenna systems with thousands of antennas have recently emerged as a promising solution to mitigate these challenges [15], [16]. 
Thanks to the small wavelength at the THz band, it is possible to deploy an extremely large number of antennas in a small footprint. As a 
result, super-narrow beams can be formed to mitigate the path losses and expand the communication range. The practical implementation 
of THz UM-MIMO is now possible thanks to the development of new plasmonic materials such as graphene and nano-materials that can 
be used to build nano-antennas and transceivers at the THz band [23].  
 
2.1.1 The AoSA Architecture 

THz UM-MIMO systems face constraints due to the high-complexity and power-consuming THz hardware. These costly components 
preclude the traditional design used at lower frequency bands. The fully-digital architecture with one RF chain per antenna becomes 
infeasible due to high costs. Similarly, the fully-connected hybrid analog-digital architecture at mmWave bands [33], [64], which uses a 
limited number of RF chains to drive the entire antenna array, is also inefficient owing to transmit power and circuit feeding limitations. In 
addition, in such an architecture, each RF chain needs to connect with all antennas in the UM-MIMO through a phase shifter to perform 
analog beamforming (or combining) [34]. This requires a significant number of phase shifters at the THz band, making it too costly to 
implement.  

As a result, the most prevailing choice for THz UM-MIMO array at present is a simplified architecture, named the AoSA [18], [34]. In 
such an architecture, the UM-MIMO array is grouped into various non-overlapped sub-arrays (SAs). Each RF chain only needs to connect 
to and power its designated SA, as shown in Fig. 3(a). This is similar to the partially-connected architecture at mmWave bands [33], [65]. 
The AoSA architecture greatly reduces the number of required phase shifters in the analog beamformer (or combiner) and lowers the energy 
consumption.  

In Fig. 3(b), we illustrate a zoom-in view of a part of the THz UM-MIMO array. We denote the spacing between a pair of adjacent 
antenna elements (AEs) as 𝑑!, and that between adjacent SAs by 𝑑"#$ ≜ 𝜔𝑑!	(𝜔 ≫ 1). The AE spacing 𝑑! is typically small due to the 
tiny wavelength at the THz band. Conversely, the SAs should be separated by a much larger distance, i.e., 𝜔 ≫ 1, because closely 
integrating too many AEs can bring difficulties in the control and cooling of circuits [18], [66]. As a result, THz UM-MIMO arrays are 
often non-uniform. This is different from conventional uniform arrays and require specialized considerations in algorithm design [38], [67].  

 
Fig. 3. (a) The AoSA architecture partitions the THz UM-MIMO array into various SAs, each driven by a dedicated RF chain. Each SA is 
connected with its designated RF chain via a phase shifter network. (b) The zoom-in view of a part of the THz UM-MIMO array, in which 
each SA is labeled by a blue frame, while each AE is denoted by a blue square. The AE spacing and the SA spacing are denoted by 𝑑! 
and 𝑑"#$, respectively. (c) A typical THz UM-MIMO system in an indoor office. The wavefront from the THz UM-MIMO array varies 
with the distance between the transmitter and the receiver: it is spherical in the near-field region and (approximately) planar in the far-field 
region. Due to the multi-path propagation, the THz UM-MIMO channel is typically a mixture of far-field and near-field components, called 
the hybrid-field effect [29]. The wideband beam squint effect will also be observed in THz UM-MIMO, where the beams at different 
subcarriers tend to split into different physical directions.  
 
 



   

 
2.1.2 The Beam Squint Effect 

The AoSA architecture illustrated in Fig. 3(a) is for narrowband THz UM-MIMO systems. However, in wideband THz systems, a new 
challenge called beam squint will appear and requires some modifications to the original narrowband architecture [32]. In wideband THz 
UM-MIMO systems, the ultra-wide bandwidth and the large number of antennas can result in a non-negligible propagation delay across the 
antenna array, which can exceed the sampling period. This leads to variations in the angles of departure (AoDs) or arrival (AoAs) across 
different subcarriers during transmission or reception, making the array gain frequency-selective. Given this, if frequency-flat phase shifters 
are adopted, the resultant beams will be dispersed and point towards various different angles, as shown in Fig. 3(c). To compensate for the 
beam squint effect, various studies have initialized to adopt the true-time-delay (TTD) modules to compensate for the angle variations [68], 
[69], such as delay-phase precoding [70] and joint phase-time arrays [71]. The TTD modules can be deployed between each RF chain and 
the phase shifters that connect to it. The number of TTD modules is usually smaller than that of phase shifters due to their relatively higher 
costs [68]. On the other hand, the beam squint effect can also be exploited to accelerate wideband THz beam tracking by controlling the 
degree of squint to scan multiple angular directions simultaneously [72], [73].  
 
2.2. Key Channel Characteristics 

Measurement campaigns are going on around the world to further our understanding of THz propagation characteristics. We refer the 
readers to [74], [75] for a comprehensive survey. Since we mainly focus on physical layer signal processing problems in THz UM-MIMO 
systems, only a few key features relevant to these problems are summarized.  
 
2.2.1 The Hybrid-Field Effect 

The near-field and far-field phenomena are crucial at the THz frequencies [76]. In the far-field region, the wavefront can be assumed 
approximately planar. However, when the waves arrive from the near-field region, the planar wavefront assumption will not hold any longer 
[77]. An exact spherical wavefront model must be considered when modeling the THz UM-MIMO channels with near-field multi-path 
components, as shown in Fig. 3(c).  

The boundary between the far-field and the (radiating) near-field regions is called the Rayleigh distance, defined by %&
!

'"
, where 𝐷 is 

the array aperture and 𝜆( denotes the carrier wavelength. Looking at this expression, it is true that, with the same array aperture 𝐷, the 
Rayleigh distance (i.e., the range of the near-field region) increases linearly with the carrier frequency (i.e., moving to higher frequencies). 
However, this is not the case in reality as the array aperture 𝐷 is also related to the carrier wavelength 𝜆(. This is a common pitfall that 
readers should be careful to avoid. For example, the AE spacing is often set as half the carrier wavelength, which relates the array aperture 
to the frequency band. Consider a planar AoSA with √𝑆 × √𝑆 SAs with 𝑑"#$ ≜ 𝜔𝑑!	(𝜔 ≫ 1), where each SA is a uniform planar array 
with .𝑆̅ × .𝑆̅ AEs. As derived in [38], the Rayleigh distance is given by 0√𝑆 1.𝑆̅ − 13 + 5√𝑆 − 16𝜔7

%
𝜆(  in this case. From this 

equation, it is important to note that the boundary between the far-field and the near-field regions is jointly determined by the carrier 
wavelength and the array geometry, and should be analyzed case by case.  

In the general scenario, sources and scatterers can be positioned in both the far-field and near-field regions of the UM-MIMO array. 
Consequently, different multi-path components may arrive at the array as either spherical wavefronts or planar wavefronts. Hence, the THz 
UM-MIMO channels typically consist of a dynamic mixture of the far-field and near-field multi-path components, which was identified in 
the context of channel estimation as the hybrid-field effect [29], [38], [78]. In the literature, this phenomenon is also referred to as the cross-
field effect [28], [79], though both terms convey a similar concept.  

The spherical wavefront brings important benefits such as enhanced spatial multiplexing, high-precision localization, transverse velocity 
sensing, etc. At the same time, the near-field spherical wavefront complicates the representation, acquisition and exploitation of the channels, 
especially when mixed with the far-field planar wavefront, i.e., the hybrid-field effect.  
 
2.2.2 The Multi-Path Components 

Owing to the high scattering and diffraction losses at the THz band, THz channels are typically sparse with a limited number of resolvable 
paths. For example, in [80], the authors reported that, at 300 GHz, the number of multi-paths is only 5 for a 256 × 256 UM-MIMO array, 
which is 32.5% less than its counterpart at 60 GHz. Intuitively, the THz-band channel has a higher K-factor than the lower frequency bands 
due to greater reflection and diffraction losses [75]. While we emphasize a LoS-dominant propagation, the multi-path components should 
still be taken into account, especially in indoor THz communications. The existing measurement campaigns are mostly carried out within 
the sub-THz band (i.e., 100-300 GHz). Further investigation remains to be done for the true THz band.  
 
2.2.3 The Molecular Absorption Effect 

When the THz electromagnetic waves propagate through a non-vacuum medium, they can trigger resonances in certain molecules along 
its path, which can result in a notable energy loss at certain frequencies. It is a typical property observed in THz UM-MIMO channels, 
which, from a communication perspective, will cause strongly frequency-selective channel gains at different subcarriers in a wideband THz 
system. This is called the molecular absorption effect. The absorption strength can vary with the environmental conditions like humidity 
and temperature, and also depends on the propagation distance. A detailed figure of these peaks can be found in [63]. The molecular 
absorption peaks cut the THz band into multiple narrower spectral windows where the absorption strength is relatively weak. THz 
communications are advised to be placed only within these spectral windows [63]. On the other hand, the molecular absorption loss can 
also be used to design distance-adaptive absorption peak modulation to improve the covertness of THz communications [81].  
 
 



   

 
2.2.4 The Spatial Non-Stationary Effect 

The spatial non-stationary effect occurs when the terminals or scattering clusters are visible only from a portion of the UM-MIMO array 
[31]. This phenomenon is more prevalent in the linear arrays, where the array aperture is larger than in planar arrays with the same number 
of AEs. Additionally, the lower-frequency end of the THz spectrum, e.g., the sub-THz band, is more susceptible to spatial non-stationarity 
because the AE and SA spacings—and consequently the array aperture—are larger due to the relatively longer wavelengths. In contrast, 
for planar arrays operating at higher THz frequencies, the spatial non-stationarity effect is less pronounced. In this direction, a novel 3D 
non-stationary geometric-based stochastic model has been proposed for THz UM-MIMO systems [30].  

 
Fig. 4. Proposed research roadmaps of AI for THz UM-MIMO: from model-driven DL to CSI foundation models and LLMs.  
 

3. Integrating DL with THz UM-MIMO: Three Key Motivations 

We believe that DL is especially effective in tackling three key challenges in wireless communications, i.e., ‘hard to compute’, ‘hard to 
model’, and ‘hard to measure’. In this section, we will discuss how these three key challenges manifest in the considered THz UM-MIMO 
systems. This explains the motivations of integrating DL with THz UM-MIMO systems.  
 
3.1. ‘Hard to Compute’ Problems 

In THz UM-MIMO networks, the system scales will increase drastically, including the network density, the numbers of antennas and 
supportable users, and the system bandwidth. These will lead to high-dimensional signal processing and optimization problems, and cause 
challenges in terms of computational complexity. Also, the channel coherence time is very short in THz UM-MIMO networks. This results 
in rapid channel fluctuations. Conventional statistical and optimization-based approaches involving computationally intensive operations 
like singular value decomposition (SVD), bisection search, and matrix inversion, etc., may struggle to meet the latency requirement. These 
challenges underscore the importance of low-complexity methods.  

Unlike traditional methods, DL excels at making fast approximations to avoid heavy computations [48]. It can learn intricate patterns 
and approximately solve large-scale signal processing and optimization problems in real-time. Traditional algorithms treat every of the 
problem instances as completely new and solve each of them from scratch, but DL may identify the similarity between incoming problem 
instances and find a shortcut [49]. Particularly, when trained and fine-tuned in a site-specific manner, DL can efficiently learn the 
distribution of ‘problem instances’ unique to that environment, allowing it to outperform general algorithms in terms of performance and 
efficiency [82]. In addition, DL models have the advantage of operating in a highly parallel manner across various domains of wireless 
resources. For example, in wideband THz UM-MIMO systems, the computation over different SAs and subcarriers can be carried out 
simultaneously. The industry is also actively engaged in developing AI-native radio access network (AI-RAN) algorithms that can take 
advantage of the powerful parallel computation capability of graphical processing units (GPUs) [83].  
 
3.2. ‘Hard to Model’ Problems 

The modeling capability is also an important issue that motivates the application of DL. The success of classical mathematical tools, such 
as optimization and analysis, highly depends on the accuracy of system and channel models. However, in THz UM-MIMO systems, it can 
be hard to precisely capture the network architecture, communication environment, and wireless channels using analytical model due to the 
heterogeneity, complexity, and nonlinearity. In terms of network architecture, the limited coverage of THz systems makes it necessary to 
further densify the network, which can cause complicated interference issues. Also, the narrow beams also increase the possibility of 
misalignment. In terms of communication environment, THz waves can easily suffer from spatial non-stationarity, signal blockage, and 
frequency-selective molecular absorption loss. Real-world networks are significantly more complex than simplified system models due to 
a combination of these factors. Mostly importantly, as mentioned in Section 2.2, THz UM-MIMO channels may consist of a dynamic 
mixture of planar-wave and spherical-wave multi-path components due to the hybrid-field effect [28], [38]. As a result, the widely-used 
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angle-domain sparsity properties or simplified prior distributions in traditional far-field systems can no longer be applied. This makes it 
difficult to estimate and track the wireless channels [84], [85].  
 
3.3. ‘Hard to Measure’ Problems 

As discussed before, THz UM-MIMO systems often utilize an AoSA architecture to enhance energy efficiency and reduce costs. Such 
an architecture has far fewer radio frequency (RF) chains compared to the number of antennas [34]. The received signals in each time slot 
provide only an incomplete measurement of the channels. Moreover, the presence of frequency-selective noise, hardware distortions and 
impairments adds another layer of complexity to the measurement process [36], [37], [86]. As a result, channel estimation, localization, and 
imaging form the corrupted received signals become ill-posed linear/non-linear inverse problems [87], [88], [89], [90]. The incomplete 
measurements and the impairments significantly complicate the process of estimating and tracking the channel and the environmental 
dynamics.  

Wireless channels are the pivotal foundation of transceiver design. Difficulties in acquiring the CSI can result in performance degradation 
in many downstream tasks that rely on channel statistics. To address these problems, we can pre-train generative AI models offline using 
site-specific historical data to serve as a prior to compensate for missing information due to incomplete measurements [57], [91], [92]. Such 
AI-based priors, when incorporated with appropriate algorithmic frameworks, can solve versatile tasks including channel estimation [93], 
[94], data detection [95], [96], CSI compression and feedback [97], RF source separation [98], etc. In addition, it can also be directly 
sampled to perform data augmentation to generate synthetic channel samples to further facilitate the design of transceiver modules.  
 

4. Research Roadmaps: From Model-Driven Deep Learning to Foundation Models and LLMs 

In this section, we present three systematic roadmaps to developing AI-enabled solutions that can address the key challenges posed by 
THz UM-MIMO systems. These roadmaps are respectively model-driven DL, CSI foundation models, and applications of LLMs. Our goal 
is to inspire the readers to follow these roadmaps to design AI-enabled solutions for their own research endeavors in THz UM-MIMO 
systems. We outline the three roadmaps in Fig. 4, consisting of the essential steps and case studies. By following these, one should be able 
to develop successful AI-enabled algorithms for a variety of problems in THz UM-MIMO. In addition, we discuss the intersection of two 
roadmaps and how they can be seamlessly integrated. Since we aim to structure this paper as a roadmap, we will the refer readers to existing 
literature for well-covered topics and provide detailed explanations only for those lacking adequate guidance. Although these roadmaps are 
primarily designed for the characteristics of THz UM-MIMO systems, most of them are also backward compatible with traditional MIMO 
and massive MIMO systems at sub-6GHz, upper-mid, and also mmWave bands. This is because these systems typically operate on a smaller 
scale and have simpler channel characteristics.  

For the ease of reading, a summary of the AI/DL methods and frameworks to be discussed is provided in Table 1.  

Table 1 

Summary of AI/DL methods and frameworks discussed in this paper 

Roadmaps AI/DL methods and frameworks Key problems solved Examples 

Roadmap 1: 
Model-driven 

DL 

FPNs Providing a general framework for DL-based iterative algorithms [38] 
NC Providing a general framework for DL-based non-iterative algorithms [99] 

Task-oriented losses Avoiding the computational challenging label generation process [100] 
Empirical Bayesian losses Enabling unsupervised learning and adaptation in unknown environments [101] 

GNNs Enabling generalization to mismatched numbers of users and antennas [102] 
Hyper-networks Enabling generalization in dynamic wireless environments [103] 

Learning on the transform domain Reducing sample complexity via low-dimensional representation [104] 
NeRF2 and Gaussian splatting  Learning low-complexity location-to-channel mapping [105] 

Roadmap 2: 
CSI foundation 

models 

Denoising score matching Training CSI foundation models from channel data or raw received signals [94] 
Prior sampling Data augmentation, generating synthetic channels via CSI foundation models [91] 

Posterior sampling Bayesian inference with prior information from CSI foundation models [106] 
Sequential sampling CSI compression and decompression based on CSI foundation models [107] 

Joint sampling Bayesian inference based on CSI foundation models and symbol distributions [108] 
Conditioning Integrating side information into CSI foundation models [92] 

LoRA adaptation Efficient fine-tuning of CSI foundation models via low-rank adaptation [109] 

Roadmap 3: 
Applications of 

LLMs 

LLMs for estimation Serving as backbone or hyper-network for parameter estimation [110] 
LLMs for optimization Solving optimization problems described by natural languages [111] 

LLMs for searching Solving high-complexity combinatorial problems offline [112] 
LLMs for network management Autonomous network management via LLM agents [113] 

LLMs for protocol understanding Extracting key insights from protocols via telecom-specific LLMs [114] 
 
  



   

 
4.1. Roadmap 1: Model-Driven DL 
 
4.1.1 Overview 

DL algorithms for communications can be categorized as two different paradigms, i.e., model-driven DL and (fully) data-driven DL. The 
data-driven paradigm trains neural networks, e.g., multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs), to directly map system parameters to desired outputs 
without relying on domain knowledge or existing algorithms. This approach leverages the universal approximation capabilities of neural 
networks to learn solely from data [115]. The early attempts of DL for communications mostly followed this paradigm. For example, an 
MLP was trained to map received pilot and data blocks to detected data symbols [116]. For another example, [117] trains an MLP to learn 
the direct mapping between the inputs and outputs of an optimization algorithm for interference management.  

However, many physical layer problems have well-defined system models and established algorithms that provide efficient solutions. 
The data-driven paradigm may overlook valuable domain knowledge about the system. While it is possible for neural networks to learn this 
knowledge from extensive data samples, such an approach is not sample-efficient and requires a significant amount of training data, akin 
to reinventing the wheel. Since training data in wireless systems are often difficult to collect, it is crucial to enhance DL’s performance with 
limited available data. In addition, unlike traditional signal processing and optimization algorithms that can directly adapt to different system 
parameters like the number of antennas, users, and signal-to-noise-ratios (SNRs), data-driven DL models often lack such kind of generality 
and flexibility. The outputs of data-driven DL methods also may not adhere to physical constraints set by the wireless system model. Lastly, 
data-driven DL approaches often cannot offer the same level of theoretical guarantees as traditional algorithms.  

Model-driven DL offers a framework that integrates domain knowledge about the system into the design of DL models. Particularly, 
model-driven DL works by replacing the bottleneck modules within established signal processing or optimization algorithms with neural 
network-based learnable components. Often times, we recognize that an algorithmic framework is optimal but its practical implementation 
is hindered by some bottlenecks. These bottlenecks can arise from ‘hard to compute’ problems, where certain parts of the algorithm are too 
complex to implement, or from ‘hard to model’ problems, where no analytical solution is available for specific components of the algorithm, 
or from ‘hard to measure’ problems, where it is difficult to obtain sufficient channel data for training. The earliest work on model-driven 
DL in communications may date back to [118], in which a denoising convolutional neural network (DnCNN) is incorporated to serve as 
the non-linear denoiser within the framework of the AMP algorithm. Following this pioneering work, numerous studies have been developed 
based on the model-driven principle [119].  

In the following, we break down the procedures of designing model-driven DL algorithms into four steps, as shown in Fig. 4, including 
determining algorithmic frameworks, selecting basis algorithms, loss function design, and neural architecture design. By designing the 
neural architecture and loss function of the DL components, we enforce them to be able to generalize to the system scale and dynamic 
environments, and also reduce the requirement on clean channel data and optimal labels in the training process. In addition, combined with 
CSI foundation models, the DL components in model-driven DL can be shared, which greatly reduces the deployment cost of such methods. 
We will guide the readers through each of these steps, and present two representative case studies that apply model-driven DL to THz UM-
MIMO systems.  

 
Fig. 5. Algorithmic frameworks in model-driven DL [85]. (a) FPNs for iterative algorithms. (b) NC for non-iterative algorithms.  
 
4.1.2 Determining Algorithmic Frameworks 

This is the first step in designing the model-driven DL algorithms. One should analyze the problem at hand, and decide whether to use 
iterative or non-iterative algorithms depending on the computational and memory budgets. We propose two general algorithmic frameworks 
that are scalable, efficient, and with some theoretical guarantees. For iterative algorithms, we advocate the fixed point networks (FPNs) 
framework [38], [120] in Fig. 5(a), while for non-iterative algorithms, we discuss the neural calibration (NC) framework in Fig. 5(b) [99].  

The idea of FPNs is inspired by the fact that many widely-used iterative algorithms in wireless communications, e.g., AMP and proximal 
algorithms, can be seen as the fixed point iteration of a contractive operator [121]. A contractive operator is characterized by a Lipschitz 
constant less than 1, ensuring linear convergence to the unique fixed point through the fixed point iteration. In designing FPNs, we first 
identify the contractive operator associated with the target iterative algorithm. We then replace its bottleneck modules with a neural network, 
and construct a learnable operator. This learnable operator is trained to be contractive with a fixed point that closely approximates the 
desired solution. The framework is shown in Fig. 5(a).  

The training process of FPNs aims to achieve two key objectives. First, the learnable mapping must be contractive to ensure fast and 
monotonic convergence, which can be achieved by regularization techniques [29], [122]. The Lipschitz constant of the composition of 
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different mappings is the product of their respective Lipschitz constants. Thus, we can calculate the necessary Lipschitz constant for the 
neural network, and use regularization techniques to ensure the learnable mapping to be contractive. Second, the fixed point of the learnable 
operator should closely approximate the desired solution. Training can be conducted in two distinct modes: end-to-end (E2E) and plug-and-
play (PnP).  
l E2E Mode: In this approach, we train the learnable components of the contractive operator by directly optimizing the overall 

performance of the iterative algorithm. An example is [38] where we train the learnable operator to optimize the final estimation 
accuracy.  

l PnP Mode: In this mode, the training process begins by identifying the specific role that the learnable module assumes within the 
iterative algorithm, and also the Lipschitz constant required for convergence. For example, if a minimum mean square error (MMSE) 
denoiser is required in an iterative algorithm, we can independently train a module that fulfills this role. Once trained, this module 
can be ‘plugged’ into certain iterative algorithms to enhance its performance. A typical example can be found in [101]. An 
advantage of the PnP scheme is that the learnable module is separated from a specific algorithm, and hence it can be reused in 
different algorithms.  
 

The property of contractive mappings offers many advantages for the FPNs, including but not limited to the following:  
 
l Convergence: The Banach fixed point theorem guarantees that each iteration brings the solution closer to the fixed point, ensuring 

a monotonic convergence.  
l Adaptive Performance-Complexity Tradeoff: Thanks to the monotonic convergence, more iterations correspond to a closer 

distance to the fixed point and better performance. We can adaptively control the number of iterations according to the 
computational budget.  

l Scalability and Low Complexity: Thanks to the implicit function theorem, the gradient in E2E training can be computed with a 
constant complexity, regardless of the number of iterations [122]. The computation only relies on the fixed point and does not need 
to store the intermediate states during the iteration. For the PnP mode, the training is independent from iterative algorithms, and 
also avoids the complexity caused by iterations. The low complexity makes it favorable in large-scale systems.  

 
In the literature, deep unfolding/unrolling networks (DUNs) refer to a concept similar to fixed-point networks (FPNs) [100], [123]. Both 

DUNs and FPNs aim to replace bottleneck modules in existing iterative algorithms with neural networks. The difference between them lies 
in the training process: DUNs do not impose contractive constraints. As a result, they lack several advantages unique to FPNs. For instance, 
DUNs do not generally guarantee convergence, their computational complexity is not adaptive, and their training process requires storing 
all intermediate states, leading to high computational and memory demands [85]. Notably, most DUNs can be transformed into FPNs by 
enforcing contractive constraints. We recommend FPNs over DUNs because they are easy to implement and offer many useful advantages. 

We then introduce the NC framework for non-iterative algorithms [99]. This can be seen as a degenerated version of FPNs with only one 
iteration. As shown in Fig. 5(b), the NC framework comprises two components, i.e., a structured neural network and a time-efficient basis 
algorithm. We retain the backbone of a low-complexity method while integrating neural networks to calibrate the inputs. The existence of 
the calibration mapping to improve the system performance was proved in [99]. NC employs a structured neural network architecture that 
leverages the permutation equivariance (PE) property inherent in wireless networks. PE is a property where an algorithm's output remains 
unchanged regardless of the order of its input elements. This is common in wireless networks. Two representative PE properties are the 
uplink antenna-wise PE and downlink user-wise PE, where the order of the antenna and the users should not affect an algorithm's 
performance. Leveraging this property, NC-based algorithms can directly generalize to different numbers of antennas and users [99]. This 
is important for THz UM-MIMO systems, whose design may involve high-dimensional problems with varying system scales, e.g., number 
of users [85].   

 
4.1.3 Selecting Basis Algorithms 

Once the general algorithmic framework is established, the next step is selecting a (near) optimal basis algorithm tailored to the specific 
problem. This process requires expert knowledge of the wireless system. After identifying the basis algorithm, it is crucial to analyze its 
bottleneck modules and determine whether the bottleneck is due to the ‘hard to compute’ problem, such as a large-scale matrix inversion, 
or the ‘hard to model’ problem, such as the lack of prior distribution or optimal step size schedule, etc.  

Upon identifying the bottleneck module, we should separate it from the other components of the basis algorithm. Only the bottleneck 
should be replaced with suitable neural networks. We analyze a few examples from existing research on model-driven DL for THz UM-
MIMO.  
l Example 1: To solve the compressive channel estimation problem using FPNs, the orthogonal AMP (OAMP) algorithm serves as 

a near-optimal basis algorithm. Each iteration consists of a linear estimator (LE) and a non-linear estimator (NLE). The LE of 
OAMP can be derived in closed-form, which utilizes information from the system model to decouple the original compressive 
sensing problem into equivalent AWGN denoising problems for the NLE module to solve [124]. The bottleneck of the OAMP 
algorithm for channel estimation is the prior distribution required by the MMSE-optimal denoiser in the NLE module, which is 
challenging to obtain due to the complicated channel characteristics of THz UM-MIMO. After identifying NLE as the bottleneck 
module, we keep the LE unchanged in each iteration and replace the NLE that depends on the prior distribution with neural 
networks [38].  

l Example 2: The near-field multi-user beam-focusing problem presents ‘hard to compute’ challenges due to the computational 
complexity of the weighted MMSE (WMMSE) algorithm in THz UM-MIMO [125]. Consequently, we can use the low-complexity 



   

zero-forcing (ZF) scheme as the basis algorithm. However, the bottleneck of ZF is its sub-optimal performance when there exists 
a large number of users. We hence resort to the NC framework and employ neural networks to calibrate the input of the ZF 
beamformer, hoping to achieve a comparable performance as iterative WMMSE algorithms but with lower complexity [85], [99].  

 
Hardware imperfections at the THz band mainly include mutual coupling, phase noise, antenna failures (e.g., gain and phase errors), and 

power amplifier (PA) non-linearity [18][74][126], among others. At the current stage, most works on hardware impaired THz systems are 
based on simulations and different papers have considered a different combination of them. Hardware limitations can be grouped into three 
categories based on whether they influence the channels 𝒉, the measurement process 𝑴, and the noise 𝒏. For those impairments affecting 
the channels, such as mutual coupling and antenna failures, they can be absorbed into the channels as we are usually interested in estimating 
the effective channel. For those affecting the measurement process, such as phase noise and PA non-linearity, they can be taken into account 
in model-driven DL as the LE is designed to decouple the measurements. However, these impairments can make the measurement a non-
linear transform of 𝒚	 = 	𝑴𝒉	 + 	𝒏. Hence, more complicated LE should be utilized for decoupling. Basis algorithms compatible with non-
linear measurements should be considered instead, such as [127]. For those affecting the noise term, they can usually be modeled as 
spatially-correlated noise [18]. In such cases, the NLE of model-driven DL should be responsible to handle more complicated noise types. 
If we have knowledge of the noise statistics, we may whiten them to simplify the problem or incorporate the noise statistics into neural 
network design to improve the performance. In addition, adversarial loss and test-time training [38] can be incorporated to enhance the 
robustness to the unexpected changes of noise statistics in online deployment.  
 
4.1.4 Loss Function Design 

Once the algorithmic framework and basis algorithm are determined, the next step is designing the loss function. It is the simplest to use 
standard classification or regression losses based on relevant input-label pairs, which we call direct loss functions. However, there are 
scenarios where direct losses may be inefficient. This motivates the derivation of improved indirect loss functions, including task-oriented 
and empirical Bayesian losses. We discuss some representative cases below.  
l Task-Oriented Losses: Given the extremely large system scale of THz UM-MIMO systems, obtaining optimal labels for standard 

loss functions is often computationally challenging or even impossible. Task-oriented losses can be utilized to tackle the ‘hard to 
compute’ problem, especially for resource allocation problems. In an early work [117], Sun et al. used the iterative WMMSE 
algorithm to create labels for training a neural network for interference management, but this process may be prohibitively complex 
for large-scale systems. Instead, we should focus on designing losses that bypass the need for expensive label generation and 
directly train neural networks to address the final task, which we call ‘task-oriented losses.’ The earliest work in this direction is 
probably [128]. For the sum-rate maximization problem in downlink multi-user beamforming, the authors of [128] proposed to 
directly use the negative sum-rates as a task-oriented loss. This effectively circumvents the cumbersome label generation process 
and achieves a performance close to that of the WMMSE algorithm. Similar ideas have also been widely used in the model-driven 
DL frameworks for THz UM-MIMO systems. For example, in [100], the authors have mentioned that it is important to use an 
unsupervised task-oriented loss to directly minimize the objective function for hybrid beamforming design.  

l Empirical Bayesian Losses: Another important consideration in loss function design is the ‘hard to measure’ problem. In THz 
UM-MIMO systems, it is difficult to obtain a large channel dataset to train neural networks, particularly for channel estimation 
problems. This creates a chicken-and-egg dilemma: obtaining training data relies on channel estimation, yet enhancing channel 
estimation is difficult without sufficient training data. In the channel estimation problem, the measurement 𝒚 can usually be 
written in the form of 𝒚	 = 	𝒉	 + 	𝒏 or 𝒚	 = 	𝑴𝒉	 + 	𝒏 where 𝑴 is a fat matrix, 𝒉 is the wireless channel and 𝒏 is the additive 
white Gaussian noise [94]. In practice, only the measurements 𝒚 are available, but not the ground-truth channels 𝒉. Therefore, 
the MSE loss adopted by many previous works cannot be applied, i.e., 𝔼A𝒉B − 𝒉A%

% , where 𝒉B denotes the estimated channel. To 
circumvent the dependence on the ground-truth 𝒉, empirical Bayesian methods may be adopted. For linear models 𝒚	 = 	𝒉	 + 	𝒏, 
Stein's unbiased risk estimator (SURE) is a good surrogate for the MSE loss [129]. Further, for the generalized linear model 𝒚	 =
	𝑴𝒉	 + 	𝒏, generalized SURE (GSURE) can be adopted as an extension [130]. For high-dimensional problems in THz UM-MIMO, 
SURE and GSURE can be efficiently computed by only a few Monte-Carlo trials as reported in the literature thanks to the high-
dimensionality of THz UM-MIMO channels [131]. Both SURE and GSURE have been successfully applied to UM-MIMO systems 
to achieve (near) MMSE optimal channel estimation performance in unknown environments [101], [132]. Extension from white to 
spatially-correlated Gaussian noise has been discussed in [94]. Recent results on the extension to other exponential family noise 
are available in [133]. These can cover most noise types encountered wireless communications. Empirical Bayesian losses can 
enable unsupervised learning and adaptation in unknown environments, without requiring prior knowledge or clean channels.  
 

4.1.5 Neural Architecture Design 
The neural architecture is also pivotal for enhancing the generalization and efficiency of model-driven DL. On the one hand, due to the 

blockage, the severe path attenuation, and the hybrid-field effect, the system and channel conditions may change rapidly in THz UM-MIMO 
systems. It is important to enhance the generalization capability of the designed neural networks to these variations, including number of 
users, far-field and near-field multi-paths, SNR levels, etc. In this direction, we introduce graph neural networks (GNNs) and hyper-
networks as two candidate tools. On the other hand, the limited number multi-paths in THz UM-MIMO channels suggests that the effective 
dimension of the channels should be much smaller than the number of antennas. This implies that it is possible to work on a reduced-
dimensional representation of the channel to lower the complexity of DL algorithms. In this regard, we advocate neural RF radiance field 
(NeRF2) and Gaussian splatting, and learning on the transform domain as three potential tools.  
 



   

l Graph Neural Networks: To improve scalability and generalization, a promising direction is to design neural architectures that are 
specialized for wireless networks. One important finding is that GNNs perfectly align with the permutation equivariance property 
of wireless networks [134], and are hence exceptionally powerful in tackling large-scale resource management [135] and data 
detection problems [102], [136]. Unlike traditional deep learning models, e.g., CNNs and MLPs, which often struggle with large-
scale networks and new system settings, GNNs effectively utilize the graph topology and the permutation invariance property 
inherent in wireless communications. In addition, in GNNs, the input-output dimensions of the neural network in each node are 
invariant with the number users. This allows them to generalize across different system scales. For example, for beamforming 
problem in an interference channel, a GNN trained on a small-scale network with 50 users is able to achieve near-optimal 
performance in a much larger-scale network with 1000 users [134]. Furthermore, thanks to the parallel execution, GNNs are 
computationally efficient, and by far the only approach that is able to find the near-optimal beamformer for thousands of users in 
milliseconds [134]. This is particularly suitable for UM-MIMO networks with an extremely large system scale and a varying 
number of users. Please refer to [137] for a detailed overview of the application of GNNs in large-scale wireless networks.  

l Hyper-Networks: Due to the hybrid-field effect and the blockage at THz bands, network settings such as the number of far-
field/near-field paths and SNR levels can change rapidly. When deploying AI-based algorithms to practical systems, one key 
challenge is how to enable neural networks to adapt to these dynamics. To achieve this goal, we advocate hyper-networks as an 
effective tool [138]. A hyper-network is a type of neural network that generates the weights for another neural network, known as 
the target network. Instead of having fixed weights, the target network’s weights are dynamically produced by the hyper-network 
based on its input. By setting parameters, such as SNRs, number of paths, and the speed of users, as inputs to the hyper-network, 
it can effectively generate different weights for the target network given different system conditions. This allows model-driven DL 
to seamlessly to adapt to the varying system conditions at THz bands. Existing works in this direction include channel estimation 
[139], prediction [103] and joint source-channel coding [140], etc.  

l Learning on the Transform Domain: Due to the high path loss and limited diffraction at the THz band, THz UM-MIMO channels 
can be represented as the superposition of a limited number of paths. This characteristic implies a lower-dimensional representation 
of the THz channels compared to the ultra-massive number of antennas. Working on the transform domain of the channel with 
sparse features can reduce the difficulty of training AI models for THz UM-MIMO. When all the multi-path components fall within 
the far-field region of the UM-MIMO array, the array response vectors depend solely on the angles of arrival. As a result, the far-
field channels will be sparse in the angular domain. In this case, the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix can serve as a good 
dictionary to perform sparse transformation. For the near-field channel, Cui and Dai [141] first proposed an angle-distance domain 
dictionary to sparsify the near-field channel. This was further extend to the Newtonized dictionary [90] and the discrete prolate 
spheroidal sequence (DPSS) dictionary [89], etc., with better performance. For the generic hybrid-field channel, dictionary learning 
techniques can be adopted to learn a site-specific dictionary [104]. Comparing the results in [38] and [131], one can find that 
learning in the sparse transform domain can result in both better performance and faster convergence for the same model-driven 
DL network (i.e., FPN-OAMP) for channel estimation. Learning on the transform domain can also significantly reduce the required 
number of training samples to reach a similar performance compared to the original non-sparse domain.  

l NeRF2 and Gaussian Splatting: In a given propagation environment, once the positions of all transmitters are determined, it is 
possible to tell the channel response at any position in that environment. Based on this idea, Google research proposed to train a 
neural network, called neural radiance fields (NeRF), to perform ray-tracing of the light field. It was then extended from the light 
field to RF signals in [142], where the authors proposed NeRF2 to model RF signal propagation as a continuous volumetric scene 
function. After training on limited measurements, NeRF2 can provides an accurate location-to-channel mapping, i.e., predict the 
channel response at any position in a given environment. This not only enhances the channel modeling accuracy but also provides 
a reduced dimensional characterization of high-dimensional wireless channels. Such a mapping can be further utilized in 
downstream channel-dependent tasks, e.g., channel estimation and prediction. Although the original experiments are carried out 
using a 5G massive MIMO array at sub-6GHz bands, it is promising to extend the same idea to THz UM-MIMO systems. However, 
one important drawback of NeRF2 is its computational complexity [105]. In a typical setup, NeRF2 typically requires around 200 
milliseconds for synthesizing the channel characteristics for a given scene. This exceeds the requirement of most latency-sensitive 
applications. Wen et al. recently proposed to utilize 3D Gaussian splatting (GS) to accelerate the environmental aware channel 
modeling, called wireless radiation field GS (WRF-GS) [105]. Under the same setup, WRF-GS only requires 5 milliseconds for 
channel synthesis, which is much more efficient than NeRF2.  

 
4.1.6 Case Study 1: UM-MIMO Beam-Focusing 

We consider downlink beamforming (beam-focusing) [143] to maximize the sum-rates in a multi-user UM-MIMO system operating in 
the near-field region [85]. We will explain how to walk through the four essential steps to design an effective model-driven DL algorithm 
for this problem based on the NC framework.  
l Step 1: Determining Algorithmic Frameworks: In the first step, we should determine which algorithmic framework to apply. 

Although the WMMSE algorithm offers near-optimal results, the complexity issue makes it hard to be implemented in UM-MIMO 
systems [125]. Therefore, we focus on non-iterative linear algorithms due to their lower computational complexity, and attempt to 
enhance their performance with the NC framework to achieve a performance comparable to WMMSE.  

l Step 2: Selecting Basis Algorithms: We select the zero-forcing (ZF) beamformer as the basis algorithm due to its good tradeoff 
between complexity and performance. The bottleneck of ZF scheme is its sub-optimality when the number of users is large. Hence, 
we design a structured neural network module to calibrate the input to the ZF beamformer to enhance the performance, as shown 
in Fig. 5.  



   

l Step 3: Loss Function Design: Using the direct loss requires generating optimal labels, which requires repeatedly running high-
complexity iterative WMMSE algorithms, and is too expensive to implement. To avoid the cumbersome label generation process, 
we instead choose to a task-oriented loss to directly minimize the negative sum-rates of the considered system without labels. This 
greatly reduces the complexity of the training process.  

l Step 4: Neural Architecture Design: We design a structured neural network based on the PE property of wireless networks. We 
model the wireless network as a directed graph, with nodes representing the base station and users, and edges representing 
transmission links. The beam-focusing task is then framed as an optimization problem over this graph, where the PE property 
ensures that the order of user presentation does not affect system performance. This property allows us to develop 𝐾 duplicate 
convolutional neural networks (CNNs) with shared parameters for 𝐾  users, significantly reducing the number of trainable 
parameters and training overhead. Additionally, since the CNNs use the same parameters, they can be applied to any number of 
users. Simulation results demonstrate that this approach effectively generalizes across varying numbers of users.  

 
Fig. 6. Sum-rates as a function of the number of served near-field users. More detailed simulation settings can be found in [85]. We consider 
a 1024-element UM-MIMO array with -60 dBm noise power, 10 dB transmit power. Here, MRT stands for maximum ratio transmission. 
Reproduced from [85] with permission.  
 

In Fig. 6, we showcase the advantages of the proposed NC-based ZF beamformer. The performance upper bound is the iterative WMMSE 
algorithm with a significantly high computational complexity. We also compare with the ZF and MRT schemes. In the ‘matched’ case, the 
number of users is the same during training and inference, while in the ‘mismatched’ case, the training stage contains 75 users, but more 
users (i.e., 75-200) appear during inference. We highlight the following observations from the simulation results. First, it is shown that the 
proposed NC-based ZF outperforms both the original ZF and the MRT schemes, and performs quite closely to the iterative WMMSE 
algorithm. In addition, the ‘mismatched’ case indicates that the NC-based scheme trained on a small-scale network can generalize to a much 
larger one. Lastly, the proposed NC-based beamformer has significant advantages in computational complexity. Despite the similar 
performance, the runtime of NC-based ZF scheme is only 0.16 seconds as compared to 19 seconds for the iterative WMMSE algorithm 
when the number of users is 150, which is nearly 118 times more efficient. While in this case study, we have assumed a fully-digital UM-
MIMO system, it is interesting to further extend the NC framework to the AoSA architecture as a future direction [144], [145].  
 
4.1.7 Case Study 2: UM-MIMO Data Detection 

In the second case study, we switch our focus to the data detection problem, i.e., detecting data symbols 𝒙 from its noisy linear 
measurement 𝒚 = 𝑯𝒙 + 𝒏, where 𝑯 is the multi-user UM-MIMO channel. In UM-MIMO systems, the dimension of the antenna array is 
huge. In this case study, we show how model-driven DL can significantly enhance the data detection performance while maintaining a low 
complexity [102], [136].  
l Step 1: Determining Algorithmic Frameworks: In this case study, we will work on iterative detection algorithms due to their 

better performance than closed-form linear detectors, and we resort to FPNs to enhance them.  
l Step 2: Selecting Basis Algorithms: Iterative data detectors consist of a linear module (LM) and a non-linear module (NLM) in 

each iteration. The OAMP [146] and expectation propagation (EP) [147] detectors can offer a near-optimal performance close to 
the maximum likelihood (ML) detector, but entail a high-complexity matrix inversion operation in the LM that incurs cubic 
computational complexity w.r.t. the number of antennas. This is prohibitive in UM-MIMO systems with thousands of antennas. 
Conversely, AMP-based detectors are free of matrix inversion in the LE, whose complexity is only dominated by the matrix-vector 
product [148]. However, AMP generally has an inferior performance compared to OAMP and EP. Given that the computational 
complexity is a major bottleneck in UM-MIMO detection, we select the AMP detector as our basis algorithm, and apply model-
driven DL techniques to enhance its inversion-free LM, and boost its performance to the near-optimal level with a low complexity.  

l Step 3: Loss Function Design: We employ a direct loss function, the MSE loss between detected and true symbols, to train the 
networks without special designs similar to most previous works in this direction [102]. Specially, we also notice efforts to design 
improved loss functions based on the general framework of neural feature learning [149], which can train detectors that generalize 
to different fading scenarios without the requirement of any online training [150], [151].  
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l Step 4: Neural Architecture Design: The core of the LM in AMP-based detectors is to iteratively decouple the posterior probability 
𝑝(𝒙|𝑯, 𝒚) into a series of independent scalar probabilities 𝑝(𝑥)|𝑯, 𝒚), where 𝑖 = 1, 2,… ,𝑁 is the antenna index and 𝑁	is the 
antenna number. Particularly, 𝑝(𝑥)|𝑯, 𝒚) is assumed to be a Gaussian distribution independent to other antenna indexes. The 
performance of the AMP detector is determined by the accuracy of this equivalent AWGN model, which is asymptotically true, 
but can be inaccurate with a finite number of antennas. Hence, in [102], we calibrate the LM of AMP by using a neural network to 
learn an accurate approximation for the Kullback-Leibler divergence, and enhance the accuracy of the AWGN model and further 
improve the performance. Specifically, we choose the GNNs since they obey the PE property of MIMO systems, and can thus be 
trained more efficiently and can generalize to different system scales.  

 
Fig. 7. SER comparison of AMP-GNN with other state-of-the-art detectors in a 32 × 24 MIMO system. More detailed simulation settings 
are presented in [102]. Since the number of RF chains is significantly smaller than that of antennas in THz UM-MIMO systems, baseband 
channels of 32 × 24 can correspond to systems with hundreds of antennas. Reproduced from [102] with permission.  
 

In Fig. 7, we illustrate the symbol error rate (SER) performance of different detectors. As illustrated, the inversion-free AMP-GNN 
detector [102] significantly improves the performance of the AMP detector, and performs closely to the near-optimal EP detector with high-
complexity matrix inversion. In the ‘matched’ case, the training and inference are both carries out in a 32 × 24 MIMO system. By contrast, 
in the mismatched case, we train the AMP-GNN using a mixture of 32 × 16 and 32 × 32 channels and test it in a 32 × 24 system. The 
mismatch in system scale causes little performance loss for AMP-GNN, which verifies its good scalability.  
 
4.2. Roadmap 2: CSI foundation models 
 

In addition to model-driven DL, we propose a visionary concept, called CSI foundation models. The central idea is that the design of 
various transceiver modules shares a common basis: the wireless channel. Knowledge about channel characteristics, such as distribution, 
second-order statistics, and features like sparsity or low-rankness, is fundamental to the design of all transceiver modules. Most existing 
works train dedicated neural networks for different transceiver modules, such as a channel estimation network, a CSI compression network, 
and a beamforming network, etc., each with its own task-oriented loss function. However, these separate networks may essentially be 
learning similar aspects related to the distribution of the wireless channel. Training a dedicated neural network model for each transceiver 
module can cause significant redundancy in computational complexity, memory usage, and deployment costs. The existence of a common 
basis, i.e., the wireless channel, for transceiver design suggests the possibility of developing a unified foundation model. This model could 
provide the essential information needed for designing a variety of downstream transceiver modules. This insight forms the basis for the 
concept of CSI foundation models.  

More specifically, CSI foundation models aim to achieve two objectives. First, we would like train a neural network to learn the score 
function of wireless channels from limited channel data or directly from raw received signals. The inspiration for using the score function 
comes from the success of score-based generative models [152] and diffusion models [153]. The neural network that estimates the score 
function can serve as an open-ended prior for the design of various transceiver modules. Second, we seek to develop model-driven DL 
frameworks that incorporate the physical layer foundation model as a flexible prior. This approach allows a single, compact neural network 
model to function as a PnP prior that can enable the optimal design of many different transceiver modules.  

We will outline the four essential steps to train and apply CSI foundation models and discuss an initial case study. The general research 
roadmap is illustrated in Fig. 4. The four steps include general frameworks, conditioning, site-specific adaptation, and the joint design with 
model-driven DL. Finally, we present a case study that applies CSI foundation models to UM-MIMO channel estimation based on [94]. 
We will report technical details and more extensive results in a recent journal manuscript on CSI foundation models for UM-MIMO 
transceivers [154].  

It is interesting to notice that a concurrent paper proposed a similar concept called ‘foundation models for wireless channels’ [155], but 
with very different contents from ours. The authors of [155] focused on learning representations, and proposed a large-scale transformer-
based pre-trained model for wireless channels to generate rich, contextualized embeddings that can outperform raw channels for the 
downstream tasks. Conversely, our work focuses on the common foundations of wireless transceiver design, and discuss how to train and 
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deploy a single, compact generative prior that can support a wide variety of downstream tasks in transceiver design. The visions of these 
two papers are complementary. Their intersection will provide inspiration for the future development of CSI foundation models.  
 
4.2.1 General Frameworks 

As shown in Fig. 4, the general framework contains two different levels. At the first level, we explore methods for training a neural 
network to estimate the score function of wireless channels. For (vectorized) wireless channels 𝒉~𝑝(𝒉), the prior score function is defined 
as the gradient of log-density function of the channels, i.e., ∇𝒉 log 𝑝(𝒉). We discuss the training strategies in two scenarios: (1) when clean 
channel data are available, and (2) when only raw received signals are accessible, which can be both noisy and incomplete (due to the 
limited RF chains in the AoSA). Afterwards, we discuss how to combine the neural score function estimator with the different sampling 
strategies to design a variety of transceiver modules. We first discuss level one, the training strategies.  
l Score Function from Channel Data: When clean channel data 𝒉 are available from measurement campaigns, they can be used 

to train neural networks to estimate the score function 𝒔+(𝒉) ≈ ∇𝒉 log 𝑝(𝒉), where 𝒔+(𝒉) is the neural score function estimator 
with parameters 𝜃. We call such a network as ‘(prior) score network’ for simplicity. In the literature, the training of the score 
network has been extensively studied and can be achieved by denoising score matching [156], [157], [158]. If clean channel data 
are available, we can directly pre-train based on these methods to obtain the score network. In addition, as the effective 
dimensionality of the high-frequency wireless channels is small due to the limited number of paths, it may be beneficial to first 
transform the channel into an appropriate sparse domain, and then perform training on such a domain, which is similar to the idea 
behind latent diffusion models [159].  

l Score Function from Raw Received Signals: Depending on the system architectures, the raw received pilot signals can be either 
𝒚 = 𝒉 + 𝒏 in fully-digital systems [160] or 𝒚 = 𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏 in hybrid analog-digital systems (such as the AoSA architecture) [33], 
[34], where 𝒏	denotes the AWGN vector, and 𝑴 is a fat measurement matrix. In the former case, the (prior) score function 
∇𝒉 log 𝑝(𝒉) can be estimated using empirical Bayesian methods based on the SURE loss [129], [161]. Meanwhile, for the AoSA 
architecture, the GSURE loss [130] has been adopted as an extension in [154].  

 
We then discuss the second level, i.e., how to apply the CSI foundation models as an open-ended prior to enable a variety of downstream 

tasks in transceiver design. We discuss four cases in the following, including prior sampling, posterior sampling, sequential sampling, and 
joint sampling, which are certainly non-exhaustive. More interesting applications remain to be discovered.  

 
l Prior Sampling for Data Augmentation: Once the (prior) score network 𝒔+(𝒉) ≈ ∇𝒉 log 𝑝(𝒉) has been pre-trained on the 

available channel data or the raw received signals, we can then sample from it by using score-based generative models to synthesize 
more channel data [152]. The synthetic channel data can be combined with the measured channel data for data augmentation, 
creating an expanded dataset that supports various downstream tasks in transceiver design. Initial results have demonstrated the 
effectiveness of score-based data augmentation in enhancing the performance of DL-based channel compression, channel coding, 
uplink-downlink channel mapping, beam alignment, hardware impairment mitigation, constellation shaping, and Wi-Fi sensing 
[91], [92], [162], [163], [164].  

l Posterior Sampling for Inverse Problems: Inverse problems are common in wireless transceiver design, including channel 
estimation and tracking. For THz UM-MIMO systems, the system model for channel estimation can be simplified as 𝒚 = 𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏 
after vectorization, where	𝒚 refers to the received pilot signals, and 𝒏 is the AWGN. Particularly, 𝑴 is the measurement matrix 
jointly determined by the pilot symbols and the pilot combiners and is perfectly known in the system, which is a fat matrix since 
the number of RF chains is significantly smaller than that of antennas in the AoSA architecture. We are interested in estimating 
the channels 𝒉 from the received pilot signals 𝒚. Suppose that the channels follow a prior distribution 𝒉~𝑝(𝒉), the channel 
estimation problem can be solved from a Bayesian perspective by posterior sampling based on diffusion models. The forward 
diffusion process follows a Markov chain with gradually added Gaussian noise from 𝒉, to 𝒉-, while the reverse sampling process 
follows from 𝒉-	to 𝒉,. To incorporate information from the system model, the posterior score is given by ∇𝒉# log 𝑝(𝒉.|𝒚) =
∇𝒉# log 𝑝(𝒉.) + ∇𝒉# log 𝑝(𝒚|𝒉.) by using the Bayes’ rule. In this equation, the prior score ∇𝒉# log 𝑝(𝒉.) is available from pre-
trained CSI foundation models. We need to derive the likelihood score ∇𝒉# log 𝑝(𝒚|𝒉.) based on the system model 𝒚 = 𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏 
to complete the picture. In this regard, Meng et al. proposed a technique called noise-perturbed pseudo-likelihood score to 
approximate the true likelihood score with low computational complexity for the linear system model 𝒚 = 𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏 [165]. They 
further extend a similar idea to quantized inverse problems 𝒚 = 𝑄(𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏) in [106], where 𝑄(∙) denotes a uniform quantizer. 
Such a technique has recently been applied to channel estimation in quantized MIMO systems with low-resolution analog-to-digital 
converters (ADCs) [166].  

l Sequential Sampling for Compression: CSI compression and feedback is a fundamental part of frequency division duplex (FDD) 
massive MIMO systems. In the downlink of such systems, the users should estimate the channels and feed them back to the base 
stations. Previous compression algorithms are mostly based on discriminative, instead of generative, learning [120], [167]. 
Generative CSI foundation models can also be utilized for CSI compression and decompression. The basic idea is sequential 
sampling, which uses a posterior sampler based on pre-trained CSI foundation models to iteratively gather informative channel 
measurements for compression via adaptive compressed sensing [107], and then decompresses the codewords by reversing these 
steps to reconstruct the channels.  

l Joint Sampling for Cross-Module Design: Considering the UM-MIMO systems, the pilot overhead required for accurate channel 
estimation is significant due to the high dimensionality and the limited number of RF chains. To address this issue, joint channel 
estimation and data detection algorithm can be considered to reduce pilot overhead. Such a cross-module design can also be easily 



   

supported by CSI foundation models. To accomplish this goal, one can first establish a diffusion process that represents the joint 
distribution of the channels and symbols given the noisy received pilot signals, and subsequently run the reverse denoising process 
to generate samples. In contrast to the continuous prior distribution of channels, the prior distribution of symbols is discrete in 
nature. It is thus difficult to compute the score function of symbols in the diffusion model. To tackle this, the authors of [108], [168] 
proposed the annealed Langevin dynamics algorithm to incorporate the discrete nature of the constellation elements so that the 
joint sampling can work. It is also interesting to further discover other possible cross-module designs such as joint channel 
estimation and decoding in future research.  

 
4.2.2 Conditioning 

In practical applications, it is important to enhance the generality of CSI foundation models so that they can effectively adapt to various 
scenarios and environmental conditions without retraining. Conditional generation plays a crucial role in achieving this objective by 
incorporating a conditional label, denoted as 𝒄, into the score function, such as 𝒔+(𝒉, 𝒄). This label specifies the particular type of the 
generated channels, enabling the model to tailor its output to specific conditions [169], [170].  

Several advantages can be harnessed by the conditioning technique for CSI foundation models. First, it enhances the efficiency. By using 
conditioning, a single model can generate diverse types of channels by leveraging conditional generation, which eliminates the need for 
training multiple models and makes it easy for practical deployment. For example, when the conditional label is the weather, the same 
model can serve as the score network and generate channels for both sunny and rainy days. In addition, it increases the generalization 
capability. Well-trained conditional models can generate a wide variety of channel samples with different characteristics, which enhances 
the model’s capability to generalize beyond the original training data and can improve the performance of data augmentation. Commonly 
used conditional labels include the position in the environment and the link status such as uplink/downlink, LoS/non-LoS, etc. In addition, 
it is also a promising direction to incorporate multi-modal information into the conditional labels. For instance, data from vision cameras 
can effectively assess environmental status and serve as a potential conditional label. However, incorporating multi-modal data for 
conditioning can be overly complex and costly. It is advisable to borrow the idea from semantic [171] or task-oriented communications 
[172], [173] to generate labels that capture the minimal sufficient information of the environment.  

 
4.2.2 Site-Specific Adaptation 

When deploying the CSI foundation models in different sites, the performance can degrade due to the difference in the environments. In 
this case, it is important to design site-specific adaptation schemes to fine-tune the model. The vanilla scheme is to fine-tune the whole 
model in the new environment. However, this can be prohibitive if the number of parameters is huge. Considering the potential scale of the 
foundation model in the future, it is important to design parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) schemes that only retrain a small portion of 
the total parameters to adapt to the new environment. We may resort the existing fine-tuning schemes for large language models (LLMs) 
for some inspiration. The adapter tuning scheme adds a few linear layers inside the transformer for better results but can increase the 
inference delay [174]. The bit-fit methods only fine-tune the bias terms, which lead to a lower computational cost but degrades the 
performance [175]. One of the most popular methods is the low-rank adaptation (LoRA) scheme [176]. LoRA is a fine-tuning technique 
for transformer models that freezes the pre-trained weights and introduce trainable low-rank matrices into each layer, which reduces 
computational complexity and preserves parallel processing capabilities. When multiple devices (such as base stations) participate in the 
fine-tuning of CSI foundation models, LoRA can be further extended to federated LoRA over wireless networks to support collaborative 
PEFT [109], [177], and at the same time, protect the raw data privacy [178], [179].  
 
4.2.4 Joint Design with Model-Driven DL 

On the one hand, the sampling strategies mentioned above, combined with the learned score network, already belong to model-driven 
DL frameworks. On the other hand, the score function is related to the MMSE denoiser of various types of exponential family noise. Please 
refer to [133] for a detailed introduction. Hence, it is natural to integrate it with the AMP-family algorithms [180] through the denoising 
AMP framework [124] to solve of a variety of inverse problems in physical layer communications. The idea of ‘separation’ is the core for 
the joint design of model-driven DL and CSI foundation models. Model-driven DL separates system-specific attributes (e.g., typical to a 
certain system model) from system-agnostic characteristics that are shared across different system architectures and transceiver modules 
(e.g., the prior distribution of channels). Model-driven DL provides an interface for the separation, and takes into account the system-
specific considerations. As a complement, CSI foundation models can provide the prior knowledge about the shared system-agnostic 
components, and can be seamlessly combined with different model-driven DL frameworks to solve diverse problems.  
 
4.2.5 Joint Design with Model-Driven DL 

We present an initial case study on training the physical layer foundation model using denoising score matching from the raw received 
pilot signals, and then apply it to UM-MIMO channel estimation. The simulation details can be found in [94]. More applications will be 
available in our upcoming journal paper [154].  
 
l Step 1: Determining General Frameworks: We consider training the score network from the raw received signals 𝒚 = 𝒉 + 𝒏. 

This corresponds to the fully-digital system model. For the AoSA architecture in UM-MIMO systems, such a system model can 
be achieved by stacking the received signals of multiple time slots together. Slightly different from the original physical layer 
foundation model described above, we train the score network of the received signals 𝒚, which is denoted by 𝒔+(𝒉), by using 
denoising auto-encoders [94]. Based on the score network and the Tweedie's formula [181], the MMSE-optimal channel denoiser 



   

can be obtained in closed form. This solves the channel estimation for system model	 𝒚 = 𝒉 + 𝒏. For the general system model 
𝒚 = 𝑴𝒉+ 𝒏, we choose to incorporate the denoiser as the NLE of the OAMP algorithm to jointly design with model-driven DL.  

l Step 2: Conditioning: In this initial case study, we did not consider conditioning and just pre-trained an unconditional score 
network owing to limited time. Nevertheless, it is easy to follow the conditioning procedure introduced before to further enhance 
the model.  

l Step 3: Site-Specific Adaptation: Since here we consider the score function 𝒔+(𝒉) of the received pilot signals 𝒚, the denoising 
score matching loss can be computed solely based on 𝒚. Hence, the model can be adapted whenever there are new received pilot 
signals arriving. We just used vanilla online learning to tune the model, and found that it can quickly adapt to the change in the 
channel covariance matrix within a couple times of pilot transmission [94].  

l Step 4: Joint Design with Model-Driven DL: The AoSA architecture results in a smaller number of RF chains than the number of 
antennas. As a result, UM-MIMO channel estimation becomes a compressive sensing problem. We adopt the FPN framework and 
select OAMP as the basis algorithm. The LE of OAMP can be derived in closed form, which utilizes information from the system 
model to decouple the original compressive sensing problem into equivalent AWGN denoising problems for the NLE module to 
solve. The bottleneck of OAMP lies in the unknown prior distribution. Bayes-optimal OAMP requires the NLE to be the MMSE 
channel denoiser [124], [146], which, luckily, can be derived based on the physical layer foundation model by using Tweedie's 
formula [94], [181].  

 
Fig. 8. NMSE versus the received SNR when the under-sampling ratio is 0.3. More detailed simulation settings can be found in [94]. We 
consider a 1024-antenna UM-MIMO array. The under-sampling ratio is the number of columns in matrix M divided by its number of rows. 
Reproduced from [94] with permission.  
 

In Fig. 8, we present the NMSE performance of compressive channel estimation in UM-MIMO systems as a function of the received 
SNR. We have adopted a spherical-wave model for the near-field UM-MIMO channel [94]. The performance bound is the oracle MMSE 
method, which assumes that perfect knowledge about the channel distribution is available. As observed, the proposed physical layer 
foundation model performs closely to the bound across different SNR levels, and significantly outperforms both the LS and the sample 
MMSE estimators, which verifies its effectiveness. While in this case study we did not touch upon the wideband beam squint effect, the 
proposed framework can be readily extended to handle such scenarios in a similar manner as [38] and [182].  
 
4.3. Roadmap 3: Applications of LLMs 
 

Recent breakthroughs in LLMs, such as GPT-4 [183] and DeepSeek-R1 [184], have transcended their original scope of natural language 
processing, demonstrating transformative capabilities in diverse fields including code synthesis, scientific discovery, autonomous system 
control, and so on [185]. While LLMs have the potential to reshape wireless network design, their application to THz systems remains 
unexplored. To our knowledge, no studies have explicitly investigated LLMs for THz systems. This section summarizes existing works on 
the general area of LLM-enabled wireless networks, and analyzes how they may be adapted to THz-specific challenges. We divide the 
discussion into five specific subsections, including LLMs for estimation, optimization, searching, network management, and protocol 
understanding. Since this is an emerging direction, the ideas and methods discussed here are certainly non-exhaustive. In Section 5, we will 
mention future research directions and open issues for integrating LLMs with THz systems.  
 
4.3.1 LLMs for Estimation 

Estimation problems, including channel estimation, prediction, and tracking, localization, and sensing, have pivotal roles in physical 
layer communications. In these areas, we summarize the following possible ways that LLMs may play a role.  
l LLMs as Backbones: LLMs have shown powerful capabilities for cross-modal tasks. The authors of [110] proposed to freeze most 

parameters of a pre-trained GPT-2 model, and fine-tune only a limited number of parameters for cross-modal knowledge transfer 
from the feature space of LLMs to wireless channels. They then applied the fine-tuned model to the uplink-to-downlink channel 
prediction problem and achieved improved performance. In [186], the model is further extended to handle general space-time-



   

frequency wireless channels. By pre-training over a massive channel dataset, the model is shown to generalize to channel prediction 
in various CSI configurations. In [187], the authors incorporate multi-modal data and proposed the ChannelGPT model for wireless 
networks. In [188], [189] and [190], the authors propose to fine-tune LLM models to serve multiple physical layer tasks, leveraging 
the multi-task learning capability of large AI models.  

l LLMs as Hyper-Networks: In [191], the authors investigated the use of LLMs in the context of the least absolute shrinkage and 
selection operator (LASSO) problem. While their focus is not directly on wireless systems, many estimation problems in wireless 
systems can be similarly formulated as sparse reconstruction tasks, making this work highly relevant. The proposed LLM-LASSO 
framework introduces a novel paradigm in which pre-trained LLMs dynamically generate context-aware regularization parameters 
or feature-selection masks by interpreting problem-specific metadata, which is somehow similar as hyper-networks. LASSO 
estimators are particularly well-suited for THz UM-MIMO channels as they can be represented as high-dimensional sparse vectors. 
It would be valuable to investigate how contextual information about wireless propagation could enhance the regulation parameter 
generation of THz UM-MIMO channel estimators.  

 
4.3.2 LLMs for Optimization 

Recent advancements in LLMs have catalyzed their integration into optimization tasks, particularly in wireless communication systems. 
LLMs, leveraging their pre-trained reasoning capabilities and multimodal data processing, can offer a paradigm shift from conventional 
optimization frameworks. Unlike traditional methods which rely on delicate problem formulation and modeling by human experts and 
training task-specific deep learning models, LLMs can automatically interpret and formulate the problem from language-based and possibly 
multi-modal descriptions, and provide zero- or few-shot solutions to different optimization problems, such as power control [192], [193], 
traffic prediction [193], and spectrum sensing [111], etc., without further retraining. Iterative prompting and chain-of-thoughts allow LLMs 
to refine their optimization decisions through feedback information. In addition, LLMs can also serve be combined with model-driven DL-
based optimization algorithms. They could serve in a similar role as hyper-networks to generate context-specific network parameters based 
on multi-modal descriptions of the environment. In [194], the authors proposed ENWAR, an LLM framework for multi-sensory data which 
employs retrieval-augmented generation for real-time environmental perception in wireless networks. It can serve as a feature extractor to 
work hand in hand with LLM-based optimization algorithms. In THz UM-MIMO systems, due to the channel characteristics, radio signals 
are easily subject to blockage and misalignment. LLMs could serve to utilize multi-modal sensory data to enhance situational awareness, 
and make optimization decisions based on their own intelligence, without knowledge from human experts.  
 
4.3.3 LLMs for Searching 

Compared to deploying LLMs online for estimation and optimization problems, which must consider the computational and memory 
complexity issues, it seems more practical to leverage LLMs for solving offline problems. Examples include large-scale wireless network 
planning (e.g., searching for the optimal antenna down-tilt angles), facility localization (e.g., searching for the optimal number and the 
optimal positions of base stations), and sparse array design (e.g., searching for the optimal antenna position for a given aperture and number 
of antennas) in the context of THz UM-MIMO systems. These problems share several characteristics in common. First, they are all large-
scale combinatorial problems involving integer variables, making them particularly difficult to solve as system dimensions increase. Hence, 
efficient heuristic search algorithms are essential. Second, these problems are typically solved “once for all”. Once an optimal solution is 
obtained offline, there is no need for continuous updates.  

For such offline tasks, LLMs are especially promising due to their extensive knowledge base and the ability to inspire the design of novel 
heuristics. For instance, the FunSearch paper from Google illustrates how LLMs can facilitate mathematical discoveries by navigating a 
number of candidate algorithms through program search to uncover effective heuristics that can exceed the performance of best human 
experts [112]. A similar methodology could be adopted for challenges in communication systems, as demonstrated by recent work on LLM-
guided search for deletion-correcting codes, where LLMs assist in identifying efficient error-correcting codes [195]. Considering the scale 
of THz UM-MIMO systems, efficient heuristics are extremely important. In a similar manner, by harnessing the capabilities of LLMs, it is 
possible to enhance the efficiency of combinatorial searching problems that are prevalent in the deployment of THz-band wireless systems.  
 
4.3.4 LLMs for Network Management 

Recent advances in LLM agents underscore a transformative trend toward autonomous and intelligent network management. For instance, 
Shen et al. [113] introduced an autonomous edge AI system that considers a client-edge-cloud hierarchical architecture. A GPT-based LLM 
is deployed in the cloud to understand natural language inputs and then plan and generate codes. The system is designed to dynamically 
coordinate distributed AI models at the network’s edge to fulfill diverse user requirements, such as triggering federated learning tasks for 
updating the models, thus demonstrating the capability to autonomously manage the edge AI systems. In [196], the authors proposed the 
WirelessAgent framework, where LLMs are leveraged as AI agents to facilitate intelligent network slicing in 6G. The LLM agents are 
designed to process multi-modal data and use techniques such as retrieval-augmented generation to facilitate intent understanding and 
decision making. In addition to the developments of LLMs for network management, transformative innovations in network architectures 
are required to support the deployment of large AI models. Researchers at China Telecom proposed a new concept called ‘AI flow’, which 
introduced a novel framework designed to efficiently deploy multimodal LLMs across heterogeneous network infrastructures [197]. They 
propose to distribute inference tasks dynamically based on available resources, network conditions, and task requirements. In THz systems, 
the substantial bandwidth enables high‐rate and low-latency wireless communications capable of supporting LLMs with extensive data 
throughput. Nevertheless, blockages and dynamic propagation environments that are prevalent at THz band will introduce added uncertainty. 
Exploring LLM‐based autonomous network management is meaningful for intelligent interference management and handover control. 



   

Investigating autonomous link adaptation and network slicing in response to diverse computational demands of AI inference tasks is also a 
meaningful direction.  
 
4.3.5 LLMs for Protocal Understanding 

Recent efforts have also demonstrated the great potential of LLMs for understanding complicated communication protocols and standard 
documents. In [198], the authors provided a comprehensive dataset spanning 3GPP releases from Release 8 to 19, enabling LLMs to be 
fine-tuned for questions and reasoning tasks in the telecom domain. In [114] and [199], the authors illustrated the effectiveness of fine-
tuning pre-trained LLMs for accurately classifying and extracting information from 3GPP technical documents. In addition, [200] and [201] 
leveraged retrieval augmented generation by integrating telecom-specific knowledge bases into the LLM processing pipeline. Collectively, 
these studies highlight a growing body of literature that not only improves protocol understanding in telecommunications. In the future, it 
is meaningful to develop domain-specific LLMs for protocol understanding in THz-band wireless systems.  
 

5. Future Directions and Open Issues 

After discussing the three research roadmaps, we would like to offer the following takeaway messages, covering lessons learned, future 
directions and open issues.  

 
5.1. Remarks on Roadmap 1: Model-Driven DL 

The essence of model-driven DL is to leverage the expert knowledge inherent in the system and let AI focus only on the bottleneck 
modules that are either ‘hard to compute’ or ‘hard to model’. It is important not to ‘reinvent the wheel’ by attempting to learn something 
that is already available in the system model. It is preferable to design appropriate loss functions and neural architectures tailored to the 
specific features and requirements of the problem at hand. Always keeping the role of the ‘model’ in mind is fundamental to the success of 
model-driven DL.  

For future directions, on the one hand, it is important to keep tracking the development of signal processing and optimization algorithms, 
and leverage state-of-the-art techniques as the basis for model-driven DL. This requires a deep understanding of both the specific problem 
at hand and also in-depth knowledge of classical model-based algorithms. Furthermore, careful considerations must be given to the 
computational and hardware costs of deploying model-driven DL. It is important to design hardware-friendly algorithms considering the 
scale of THz UM-MIMO systems.  

One the other hand, it is important to strengthen the connections between model-driven DL and CSI foundation models. Model-driven 
DL seeks to incorporate algorithm-specific designs to improve the convergence and performance of traditional algorithms. As mentioned 
before, many components of transceiver algorithms share a common foundation, the wireless channel, which highlights the potential for 
connecting model-driven DL with CSI foundation models. Such an approach would allow a shared knowledge base to be adapted for 
specific tasks, thereby enhancing overall performance. Furthermore, establishing these connections is crucial for advancing the integration 
of theoretical insights and practical applications in wireless communications.  
 
5.2. Remarks on Roadmap 2: CSI Foundation Models 

The essence of CSI foundation models is to identify and separate out the common ground of diverse tasks, and focus on learning these 
‘foundations.’ The goal is to enable a single, compact foundation model to contribute to the design of a wide variety of transceiver modules. 
A few frameworks may be instrumental for separating out the ‘foundation’ of different problems. One such example is Bayesian inference, 
where the prior and the likelihood could be separated [202]. Denoising-based AMP and posterior sampling are two important examples that 
belong to this category. They are both related to the denoiser of wireless channels under Gaussian noise, which is further connected to the 
score function of wireless channels. Considering this, it is important to keep track of the latest developments of signal denoising and score 
estimation. Another example is the information-theoretical framework of neural dependence decomposition which separates feature learning 
from feature usages [149], and learns universal features for various downstream tasks. It is worthwhile to follow these directions and dig 
deeper into the core of CSI foundation models while discovering more applications in this promising field.  

In addition, it is crucial to investigate the neural network architectures underpinning the CSI foundation models. Though not discussed 
in detail, it is meaningful to draw insights from advanced neural architectures developed in the broader machine learning community to 
strengthen our understanding of these models. It is also worthwhile to keep an eye on the state-the-of-art developments of LLMs, as scaling 
CSI foundation models for real-world applications, such as THz UM-MIMO systems, with multiple base stations and a large number of 
users, will likely encounter similar scalability and computational challenges. Learning from the evolution of LLM architectures could 
therefore be instrumental in successful large-scale deployment of CSI foundation models.  
 
5.3. Remarks on Roadmap 3: Applications of LLMs 

Despite empirical performance gains provided by LLMs, the underlying reasons why pre-trained LLMs achieve success in wireless tasks 
remain unclear. Also, a critical open question is whether the inherent complexity of LLMs is disproportionate for wireless channels, given 
their highly structured and often low-dimensional characteristics. Furthermore, the cost of deploying LLMs in wireless systems remains a 
challenge, which necessitates rigorous analysis of their memory efficiency, energy efficiency, sample complexity, and inference latency. 
When it comes to THz UM-MIMO systems, due to the enormous system scale, we need to be more careful about these practical concerns, 
especially the ‘hard to compute’ problems mentioned before. Lastly, LLMs require substantial data for both training and fine-tuning, which 
often necessitates extensive measurement efforts and can pose ‘hard to measure’ challenges. Additionally, some telecom data is subject to 
privacy concerns. One promising research direction is to explore fine-tuning telecom-specific LLMs in wireless digital twins, where data 



   

are abundant, before deploying them in real-world environments with minimal further tuning. Another promising approach is to investigate 
distributed or federated fine-tuning, enabling cooperative development across a large number of telecom users while respecting data privacy.  

 

6. Conclusions 

In this paper, we presented a methodological study on applying AI to address complex challenges in THz UM-MIMO systems. While 
both AI and THz technology are recognized as crucial enablers for 6G and beyond, their intersection remains in its early stages. We aim 
for this study to help bridge that gap. The first half of the paper focuses on the system and channel characteristics of THz UM-MIMO 
systems, illustrating how these challenges naturally prompt the application of AI. The second half outlines three research roadmaps: model-
driven DL, CSI foundation models, and the applications of LLMs, which are promising directions for developing AI solutions in THz UM-
MIMO systems. We outlined the essential steps for the roadmaps with both high-level ideas and detailed explanations, and analyzed a few 
representative case studies. As an emerging interdisciplinary field, there is still considerable progress to be made. At the conclusion of this 
paper, we outlined our vision for future directions and identified key open issues.  
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