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Abstract—In most multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
communication systems, e.g., Massive MIMO, the antenna spac-
ing is generally no less than half a wavelength. It helps to reduce
the mutual coupling and therefore facilitate the system design.
The maximum array gain is the number of antennas in this
settings. However, when the antenna spacing is made very small,
the array gain of a compact array can be proportional to the
square of the number of antennas - a value much larger than
the traditional array. To achieve this so-called “superdirectivity”
however, the calculation of the excitation coefficients (beamform-
ing vector) is known to be a challenging problem. In this paper,
we derive the beamforming vector of superdirective arrays based
on a novel coupling matrix-enabled method. We also propose an
approach to obtain the coupling matrix, which is derived by the
spherical wave expansion method and active element pattern. The
full-wave electromagnetic simulations are conducted to validate
the effectiveness of our proposed method. Simulation results show
that when the beamforming vector obtained by our method is
applied, the directivity of the designed dipole antenna array has
a good agreement with the theoretical values.

Index Terms—superdirective array, beamforming vector, cou-
pling matrix, spherical wave expansion.

I. INTRODUCTION

As one of the key technologies of 5G, Massive MIMO is
being commercialized in the fifth generation (5G) wireless
communication systems [1]. The pioneering paper [2] of Mas-
sive MIMO predicted the large gain of the spectral efficiency
when the number of antennas at the base station tends to
infinity. However, in practice, the antenna spacing is generally
no less than half a wavelength. One of the major reasons is
to make the coupling effect between antennas negligible and
therefore the system design is simpler. However it also leads
to the limitation of the number of antennas for an antenna
panel with a fixed size. Moreover, the coupling effect is not
all negative. In a compact array containing M antennas with
much smaller antenna spacing than half a wavelength, the
strong coupling is the foundation of the superdirectivity, where
the beamforming gain may reach M2, instead of M as in
traditional MIMO theory.

In recent years, with the further demand for spectral effi-
ciency, the possibility of deploying super dense antenna arrays
at the base station has been considered by researchers. The
brand new concept of Holographic MIMO [3] [4] [5] has
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appeared in the vision of wireless communication researchers.
In Holographic MIMO, the locations of antennas is no longer
discrete; all antennas will be continuously distributed on the
antenna panel. In this concept, the antenna spacing approaches
zero, which makes it a strongly coupled antenna array. How-
ever, only the channel coupling was studied [4], and few
works have considered the antenna coupling so far under this
concept.

The plane wave can be divided into propagating waves
and evanescent waves [6], and the coupling between an-
tennas is caused by the joint action of propagating waves
and evanescent waves. When the antenna spacing is much
smaller than half a wavelength, the effect of the evanescent
wave is more obvious than the propagating wave, making
the coupling between antennas extremely strong [7] [8]. The
role of coupling in antenna array, however, is often ignored
in traditional communication research [9]. In theory, if the
amplitude and phase of each antenna excitation are controlled
precisely, this strong coupling can cause the antenna array
to have the superdirectivity [3] [10]. According to traditional
communication theory, the array gain is proportional to the
number of antennas M . However in [11], Uzkov has proved
that the directivity of an isotropic linear array of M antennas
can reach M2 when the spacing between antennas approaches
zero. If the base station is equipped with large number of
antennas, the array gain improvement is more significant [12].

In recent years, the realization methods of superdiectivity
includes the array theory-based methods [8] and the spherical
wave expansion methods [13]. The maximum directivity of
linear dipole array has been analyzed numerically in [8] and
was shown to be equal to 5.24, 10.8, 18.4 in the case of
two, three, four antennas in the array. However, to the best
of our knowledge, there is no method to model the coupling
effect between antennas in superdiretive array, which cannot
be ignored due to the small inter-element spacing.

In this paper, the closed-form expression of the array
directivity is first presented and then the beamforming vector
of the superdirective array is derived based on array theory
without considering the coupling effects. We then propose an
approach to obtain the beamforming vector to achieve superdi-
rectivity for a compact array with antenna coupling taken into
consideration. The essence of this method is based on the
coupling matrix and the spherical wave expansion method. We
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also propose a method to calculate the coupling matrix with
active element pattern. Finally, a printed dipole array working
in 845 MHz is designed to validate the effectiveness of our
proposed method. The array gains brought by our method
matches the theoretical values.

II. SUPERDIRECTIVE BEAMFORMING OF ANTENNA
ARRAYS

Superdirectivity of antenna array is obtained only when at
least two conditions are met: first, the spacing between two
antennas should be less than half a wavelength, which can
be achieved easily. Second, the amplitude and phase of the
excitation coefficient of each antenna need to be precisely
calculated and controlled. In this section, the beamforming
vector of superdiretive arrays to meet the second condition
will be presented.

A. Beamforming of superdirective arrays based on array
theory

Consider a uniform linear array consisting of M antennas,
each with the same pattern function of k(θ, φ), where θ and φ
represent the far-field position in spherical coordinate system.
It is assumed the first antenna is located at the origin of
the Cartesian coordinate system, while the other antennas are
equally spaced by a spacing d on the positive half-axis of the
z-axis. Hence, the complex far-field pattern f(θ, φ) of this
antenna array is given by

f(θ, φ) =

M∑
m=1

amk(θ, φ)ejkr̂·rm , (1)

where am is the complex excitation coefficient proportional
to the current on the m-th antenna, k is the wave number, r̂ is
the unit vector of the far-field direction (θ, φ) in the spherical
coordinate system, rm is the position of the m-th antenna.
Thus, the directivity factor at (θ0, φ0) can be obtained as

D(θ0, φ0) =
|
∑M
m=1 amk(θ0, φ0)ejkr̂0·rm |2

1
4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
0
|
∑M
m=1 amk(θ, φ)ejkr̂·rm |2 sin θdθdφ

,

(2)

where r̂0 is the unit vector in the direction (θ0, φ0).
For deriving the beamforming vector of a superdirective

array, the expression of (2) is not intuitive and is thus worthy
of further simplification. The denominator of (2) can be
expanded as

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∣∣∣∣∣
M∑
m=1

amk(θ, φ)e
jkr̂·rm

∣∣∣∣∣
2

sin θdθdφ

=
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

N∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ana
∗
m|k(θ, φ)|2ejkr̂·rne−jkr̂·rm sin θdθdφ

=

N∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ana
∗
m

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

|k(θ, φ)|2ejkr̂·rne−jkr̂·rm sin θdθdφ,

(3)

where the a∗n stands for the conjugate of the complex value
an.

For the integral items in (3), we introduce the following
equation:

zmn =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

|k(θ, φ)|2ejkr̂·rme−jkr̂·rn sin θdθdφ.

(4)

As the power radiated by the antenna array is active power,
zmn can represent the real part of the mutual impedance
between the m-th antenna and the n-th antenna. Then (3) can
be rewritten as
M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

ama
∗
n

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

|k(θ, φ)|2ejkr̂·rme−jkr̂·rn sin θdθdφ

=

M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

ama
∗
nzmn. (5)

For the simplicity of notations, (2) is further rewritten using
two vectors a, e ∈ CM×1

D =
aTeeHa∗

aTZa∗
, (6)

where aT is the transpose of a and eH represents the
conjugate transpose of e, a denotes the beamforming vector

a = [a1, a2, · · · , aM ]
T
, (7)

and

e =
[
ejkr̂·r1k(θ, φ), ejkr̂·r2k(θ, φ), · · · , ejkr̂·rMk(θ, φ)

]T
.

(8)

Z ∈ CM×M stands for the real part of the normalized
impedance matrix [14]

Z =

 z11 . . . z1M
...

. . .
...

zM1 · · · zMM

 . (9)

Note that (6) is in the form of Rayleigh quotient, the
directivity optimization problem can be solved by finding the
derivative of (6) with respect to the vector a as follow:

∂D

∂a
=

2eeHa∗

aTZa∗
− 2D

Za∗

aTZa∗
. (10)

Letting the above formula equal to zero yields
eeHa∗ = DZa∗. (11)

It can be found that (11) is a generalized eigenvalue problem
of the form Ax = λBx, where A and B are matrices, and
x is the generalized eigenvector of A and B, while λ is the
corresponding generalized eigenvalue. Multiplying both sides
of (11) by Z−1 yields

Z−1eeHa∗ = Da∗. (12)

The above equation has been shown to have only one solution
for the eigenvalue D [14]. Consequently, the only one non-
zero eigenvalue of Z−1eeH is the maximum value of the



directivity factor Dmax. Hence, (12) can be rewritten as
Z−1eeHa∗ = Dmaxa

∗. (13)

Since
Z−1eeHa∗ = Z−1e(eHa∗)

= ξZ−1e, (14)

where ξ = eHa∗ is a constant, the beamforming vector
corresponding to the maximum directivity factor can thus be
written as

a =
ξ

Dmax
Z−1e∗ = µZ−1e∗, (15)

where the scalar µ is defined as µ = ξ/Dmax. Substituting
(15) into (6), we obtain the maximum directivity factor as

Dmax = eHZ−1e. (16)

However, the above derivation process ignores the inter-
action between the antennas. For example in (1), if an is
set to 1 and am,m = 2, · · · ,M,m 6= n, are set to 0, the
f(θ, φ) would be ank(θ, φ)ejkr̂·rn which indicates that the
radiation pattern of the n-th antenna is not influenced by
any other antennas. Nevertheless, in the superdiretive antenna
array, the mutual coupling should not be ignored due to the
small antenna spacing. Thus the beamforming vector based on
traditional method (15) is not applicable to make the antenna
array to produce maximum directivity. Next, we will propose
a superdirective array analysing method based on coupling
matrix to obtain a more realistic superdirective beamforming
vector.

B. Proposed superdirective beamforming based on coupling
matrix

As the superdirectivity of antenna array is obtained only
when the antenna spacing is small, the coupling effect should
not be ignored when calculating the excitation. A coupling
matrix-based approach is thus proposed in this section to
characterize the coupling effect between antennas with the
use of the spherical wave expansion method and the full-wave
simulation tools.

The spherical wave expansion method is commonly used
in antenna measurements to calculate the radiated far-field
from the measured spherical near field [15]. It can also
decompose an electromagnetic field into a series of spherical
wave coefficients. In this method, the electric field E(θ, φ)
radiated by the antenna in the far-field region is expanded as

E(θ, φ) = k
√
η

2∑
s=1

N∑
n=1

n∑
m=−n

Qs,m,nKs,m,n(θ, φ)

= k
√
η
∑
s,m,n

Qs,m,nKs,m,n(r, θ, φ), (17)

where
E(θ, φ) = [Eθ̂(θ, φ), Eφ̂(θ, φ)], (18)

with Eθ̂(θ, φ) and Eφ̂(θ, φ) being the θ̂-component and φ̂-
component of the electric field respectively in the spherical

position θ and φ. k = 2π/λ is the wave number, and η is
the medium intrinsic impedance. N is a truncated constant,
and the larger N is, the better the above equation (17) fits
the real electric field. In practice, one may take N = kr0 +
10, where r0 is the minimum radius of the spherical surface
that can enclose the antenna. Qs,m,n is the spherical wave
coefficient. s = 1, 2 represents the TE-mode wave and TM-
mode wave respectively, n = 1, 2, · · · , N is the degree of
wave, and |m| ≤ n indicates the order of wave. Ks,m,n(θ, φ)
is the spherical wave function, which is the solution to the
Helmholtz equation with the explicit expression

K1,m,n(θ, φ) =[K
(θ̂)
1,m,n,K

(φ̂)
1,m,n]

=

√
2

n(n+ 1)

(
− m

|m|

)m
ejmφ(−j)n+1

[
jmP̄

|m|
n (cos θ)

sin θ
,−dP̄

|m|
n (cos θ)

dθ

]
(19)

K2,m,n(θ, φ) =[K
(θ̂)
2,m,n,K

(φ̂)
2,m,n]

=

√
2

n(n+ 1)

(
− m

|m|

)m
ejmφ(−j)n[

dP̄
|m|
n (cos θ)

dθ
,
jmP̄

|m|
n (cos θ)

sin θ

]
, (20)

where θ̂ and φ̂ represents the θ̂ component and φ̂ component
of spherical unit vector respectively. P̄ |m|n is the normalized
associated Legendre function.

The spherical wave expansion can be interpreted as the
decomposition of an electric field into a series of orthogonal
components with different modes of the basis for TE and TM
waves, respectively.

In order to calculate the spherical wave expansion coeffi-
cients Qs,m,n in (17), the vectorization of (17), (19) and (20)
is done such that [16]

ε = [Eθ̂ (θ1, φ1) , Eφ̂ (θ1, φ1) , Eθ̂ (θ2, φ2) , Eφ̂ (θ2, φ2) ,

· · · , Eθ̂ (θP , φP ) , Eφ̂ (θP , φP )]T (21)

and

K =



K
(θ̂)
1,−1,1 (θ1, φ1) . . . K

(θ̂)
2,N,N (θ1, φ1)

K
(φ̂)
1,−1,1 (θ1, φ1) . . . K

(φ̂)
2,N,N (θ1, φ1)

K
(θ̂)
1,−1,1 (θ2, φ2) . . . K

(θ̂)
2,N,N (θ2, φ2)

K
(φ̂)
1,−1,1 (θ2, φ2) . . . K

(φ̂)
2,N,N (θ2, φ2)

. . . . . . . . .

K
(φ̂)
1,−1,1 (θP , φP ) . . . K

(φ̂)
2,N,N (θP , φP )


,

(22)

where P is the number of angular sampling points, ε is
thus a column vector of 2P × 1 and K is a matrix of size
2P × 2N(N + 2), Eθ̂ (θn, φn) and Eφ̂ (θn, φn) represent
respectively the θ-component and φ-component of the electric
field in the direction of (θn, φn), and similarly K(θ̂)

s,m,n(θn, φn)



and K
(φ̂)
s,m,n(θn, φn) also represent different angular compo-

nents of the spherical wave function. In addition, the series
of spherical wave coefficients can be written in the form of a
vector as
q = [Q1,−1,1, Q2,−1,1, Q1,0,1, Q2,0,1, · · · , Q2,N,N ]

T
, (23)

where q is a column vector with 2N(N+2) elements. Hence,
the vectorized representation of (17) is given by

ε = k
√
ηKq. (24)

Thus, the spherical wave coefficients q can be calculated as

q =
1

k
√
η

(
K
)†

ε. (25)

The symbol † represents the pseudoinverse operation.
Considering the mutual coupling between antennas, a new

pattern function l(θ, φ) of superdirective array based on cou-
pling coefficients can be written as [17]

l(θ, φ) =

M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

cnmamk(θ, φ)ejkr̂·rn , (26)

where cnm is the coupling coefficient between the m-th
antenna and the n-th antenna. For example, if an is set to
1 and am,m = 1, · · · ,M,m 6= n are set to 0, the radiation
pattern l(n)(θ, φ) of this antenna array will be
l(n)(θ, φ) = k(θ, φ)(c1ne

jkr̂·r1 + · · ·+ cMne
jkr̂·rM ). (27)

Thus, the interactions between antennas have been considered
in the coupling coefficients.

For the convenience of analysis, the coupling coefficients
in the form of a matrix is represented as

C =

 c11 ... c1M
...

. . .
...

cM1 ... cMM

 . (28)

To calculate the coupling matrix, we propose an approach
based on spherical wave expansion and full-wave simulation.
The detailed steps are introduced as follows.

The first step is to obtain the electric field radiated by the
antenna array without considering the coupling effect between
antennas, i.e., the coupling matrix C is an identity matrix,
and only one antenna of this array is excited. Specifically, a
single antenna modeled in full-wave simulation software is
first placed on the origin of the coordinate system, and then
the electric field es1 ∈ C2P×1, as shown in (21), is obtained
with simulation. Next, the antenna is moved to [0, 0, d] where
the electric field es2 is obtained similarly. Following the
procedures as above, the antenna moves a distance d each
time on the positive half-axis of z-axis to obtain its electric
field at different positions until finally the antenna is placed
at [0, 0, (M − 1)d]. Consequently, the set of electric field for
a single antenna at different positions is given by

Es = [es1, es2, , es3, · · · , esM ] , (29)

where Es is a matrix of size 2P ×M . The spherical wave
coefficients qsm of esm,m = 1, · · · ,M can be calculated

using (25). Define Qs ∈ C2N(N+2)×M as
Qs = [qs1, qs2, , qs3, · · · , qsM ] . (30)

The relationship between (29) and (30) is

Qs =
1

k
√
η
K
†
Es. (31)

The second step is to obtain the electric field radiated by the
antenna array while considering the coupling effect between
antennas. We also let only one antenna of this array excited,
while the others are terminated with matched loads. Specif-
ically, a uniform linear array consisting of M antennas with
the spacing d is modeled in full-wave simulation software,
where the m-th antenna is placed at [0, 0, (m − 1)d]. Next,
only the m(m = 1, · · · ,M)-th antenna is excited to radiate
the electric field ecm. Notice that in full-wave simulation,
the mutual coupling between antennas has been considered
in ecm, which is the superposition of electric field radiated by
all antennas. The spherical wave coefficients of ecm, denoted
by qcm, are calculated using (25), Define Qc ∈ C2N(N+2)×M

as
Qc = [qc1, qc2, · · · , qcM ]. (32)

From equation (25), it can be seen that a series of spherical
wave coefficients corresponds to a radiated electric field.
Thus, Qs represents the set of electric field radiated by one
antenna in coupling-free array, while Qc stands for the set of
electric field radiated by one antenna in realistic antenna array
considering the inter-element coupling effect. Therefore, the
coupling matrix C can be taken for a bridge converting Qs

to Qc, and the coupling coefficients can now be calculated by
solving the linear equations

qc1 = c11qs1 + c21qs2 + · · ·+ cM1qsM

qc2 = c12qs1 + c22qs2 + · · ·+ cM2qsM
...

qcM = c1Mqs1 + c2Mqs2 + · · ·+ cMMqsM

. (33)

Hence, the coupling matrix can be calculated as
C = Q†sQc. (34)

Notice that C is not a symmetric matrix, i.e., cmn is not
necessarily equal to cnm. This is because the coupling effect
of the m-th antenna to the n-th antenna and the coupling effect
of the n-th antenna to the m-th antenna is influenced by the
number of antennas nearby at their respective positions.

According to (6) and (26), the directivity factor based on
coupling matrix is thus

Dc =
(Cb)TeeH(Cb)∗

(Cb)TZ(Cb)∗
, (35)

where b is the vector of excitation coefficients that maximizes
the directivity DC based on the coupling matrix method.
It is observed that this equation is also in the form of
Rayleigh quotient. Thus it is analogous to (15) to obtain the
beamforming vector b as

b = ζC−1Z−1e∗, (36)



where ζ is a constant, which is determined by the total power
constraint.

To analyze the effect of ohmic loss on the antenna array,
it is assumed that the efficiency of each antenna is ηa. The
normalized loss resistance linked antenna efficiency is [14]

rloss =
1− ηa
ηa

. (37)

Thus, the gain of the antenna array can be written as

G =
(Cb)TeeH(Cb)∗

(Cb)T (Z + rloss IN )(Cb)∗
(38)

where IN is an identity matrix of size N ×N .

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In order to validate the effectiveness of the proposed su-
perdirective beamforming method, full-wave simulations are
carried out in this section. A printed dipole antenna array
working in 845 MHz is designed as shown in Fig. 1, where
the width and length of the dipole is w = 1 mm and
l = 136 mm, respectively. The dipole antenna is printed on
the FR-4 substrate (εr = 4.47, µr = 1 , tan δ = 0.0027 and
the thickness is 813 µm) of size 30 mm × 160 mm. The
transmit power is 1 W in simulations.

Fig. 1. The schematic view of the printed dipole antenna array working in
845 MHz.

When the number of antennas is two, the simulation results
are illustrated in Fig. 2. The theoretical directivity is calculated
by (35) and (36). And the directivity curve of the traditional
method is obtained when the antenna array is applied with
the beamforming vector calculated by (15), which does not
consider the mutual coupling between antennas. It can be
found that the maximum theoretical directivity increases with
the decreasing of the antenna spacing, and the directivity
reaches 5.6 when the spacing is 0.1λ. If excited by the
beamforming vector based on the traditional method, the
directivity of the antenna array also increases as the spacing
decreases. However the smaller the spacing, the greater the
difference with the theoretical value. This is because the
coupling effect between antennas is stronger when the spacing
is smaller, and the traditional method does not consider the
coupling effect. However, when excited by the beamforming
vector based on our proposed coupling matrix method, the

directivity of antenna array has a good agreement with the
theoretical value. When the spacing is around 0.5λ, it can be
found that the three curves almost overlap, which is because
the coupling effect can be ignored in this case.

Fig. 2. The maximum directivity of two dipole antennas excited by the
beamforming vector based on traditional method, proposed coupling matrix
method, respectively, and the theoretical value.

Fig. 3. The radiation patterns of the linear dipole antenna arrays, where
M = 4, d = 0.1λ. (a) Excited by optimal excitation coefficients based
on traditional method. (b) Excited by the excitation coefficients based on
coupling matrix method.

Fig. 3 shows the 3D directivity pattern of the linear dipole
array with four antennas. The antenna spacing is 0.1λ. Fig.
3 (a) and Fig. 3 (b) are the patterns when the beamforming
vector is calculated by traditional method and by our proposed
coupling matrix method respectively. It can be seen that the di-
rectivity factor of the traditional method is only 3.4, while the
theoretical value is 18.9, which is much larger. By introducing
the coupling matrix into the model, the 3D directivity pattern
of the antenna array excited by the beamforming vector based
on the proposed method is shown in Fig. 3 (b). However, when
the proposed beamforming method is applied, the directivity
is equal to the theoretical value of 18.9.

Fig. 4 shows the directivities as a function of the antenna
spacing for the four-dipole antenna array. It can be seen
that the directivity based on traditional method has a poor
performance in the small spacing region, while our proposed
method is in line with the theoretical values.

To analyze the effect of ohmic loss on the antenna array, the
gain of the antenna array with different spacing is illustrated in



Fig. 4. The maximum directivity of four dipole antennas excited by the
beamforming vector based on traditional method, proposed coupling matrix
method, respectively, and the theoretical value.

Fig. 5. The gain of two and four dipole antennas excited by the beamforming
vector based on proposed coupling matrix method, respectively.

Fig. 5. When the number of antennas is 2 and 4 respectively,
the radiation efficiency of the antenna is 96%. It can be found
the gain does not keep increasing as the spacing decreases,
and the larger the number of antennas, the more obvious the
effect of ohmic loss at smaller spacing. As a consequence,
the maximum gain is 9.6 when the number of antennas
is 4 and the spacing is 0.33λ. This phenomenon can be
explained mathematically by (38), where the resistance matrix
Z converges to a singular matrix as the antenna spacing tends
to zero. However in this case, the singularity of the resistance
matrix changes when a small ohmic loss rloss exists, which
impairs the antenna array gain significantly. Nevertheless, the
problem of ohmic loss can be theoretically alleviated using
high-temperature superconducting antennas [18].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a coupling matrix-based approach to cal-
culate the superdirective beamforming vector is proposed.
This method relies on spherical wave expansion method and
full-wave simulation method to calculate the coupling matrix
precisely. In the simulations, we design a dipole array working
in 845 MHz of two and four printed antennas respectively with
different antenna spacing to validate the effectiveness of our
method. The simulation results show that our method is more
accurate than traditional method to make the antenna array to
produce maximum directivity. Finally, the ohmic loss impair-
ing the performance of the antenna arrays is analyzed, and the
problem can be theoretically alleviated using superconducting
antenna.
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