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Abstract—The presented paper proposes a theory for the opti-
mization of multiple-input-multiple-output antenna performance
by assessing feeding coefficients. Antenna clusters with multiple
feeding ports are utilized, which brings additional degrees of
freedom and improves the performance. This work considers
fixed shape and matching networks. The method is based on
quadratic programming and maximizes total efficiency con-
strained by channel correlation and channel power distribution.
The formulation provided in the paper enables establishing trade-
offs between all mentioned metrics. Evaluating the performance
in this manner provides comprehensive information about the
chosen geometry and port placement. Selected examples demon-
strate how efficiency and channel correlation can be both in
agreement but also in significant conflict. The effect of frequency
dispersion on feeding is also investigated.

Index Terms—Antennas, electromagnetic theory, feeding opti-
mization, multiple-input-multiple-output, mutual coupling, con-
vex optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

MULTIPLE-INPUT-MULTIPLE-OUTPUT (MIMO)
technology has proven its utility in wireless

communication in increasing data throughput and
coverage while mitigating signal fading due to multipath
propagation [1]. All contemporary wireless standards utilize
MIMO [2], and this trend is expected to continue [3], [4]. Of
high priority is the implementation of MIMO technology for
mobile devices at sub-6 GHz frequency bands [2]. Though
narrow bands at this frequency range cannot offer data rates
as high as millimeter-wave frequencies, they still have an
advantage in robustness against environmental influences and
free space loss [5], [6]. The small electric size of user devices
in these frequency bands nevertheless significantly degrades
their efficiency and channel correlation, two key parameters
affecting MIMO system performance [1], [7].

Efficiency and channel correlation are closely associated
with mutual coupling between antennas. As the mutual cou-
pling reduction improves both mentioned quantities, several
approaches were introduced to suppress it [8], [9]. The ground
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plane is usually the main radiator at low frequencies. Intro-
ducing various slits and defects into it can improve isolation
between ports [10]–[16]. Another method is based on the
application of decoupling networks between signal generators
and antenna ports [17]–[19]. A similar principle occurs with
neutralization lines, where the mutual coupling is reduced by
connecting transmission line of appropriate length between
elements [20]–[23]. Diversity between antennas can also be
achieved by using different far-field polarization of each chan-
nel [24]–[27]. Alternative to previous methods is the utilization
of characteristic modes [28]. Information contained in modal
analysis [29] provides a powerful tool for port placement for
the excitation [30]–[33] of orthogonal far-fields or can be
used for driving shape modifications [34]–[36] to obtain the
desired performance. Further utilization of modal properties
and symmetries lead to establishing some fundamental limits
on MIMO performance [37], [38]. The listed methods have
been proven to be capable of enhancing MIMO performance.
However, their utilization is accompanied by several chal-
lenges. Structure modifications and reactive networks both
suffer from demanding design processes and assessing optimal
suppressing structure might be almost impossible. Another
problem lies in narrow bandwidths and frequency reconfigura-
bility. The characteristic modes additionally encounter issues
with selective excitation [39].

To deal with all the mentioned difficulties, this work es-
tablishes its proposed solution on the utilization of so-called
antenna clusters technology [40]. One antenna cluster groups
multiple radiating elements, each having its active feed. In
addition to structural modifications and matching circuitry, the
performance of the antenna cluster can further be improved
by employing feeding optimization. In this paradigm, mutual
coupling between individual ports within one cluster does
not have to be suppressed and is beneficial for operation in-
stead [41]. Using multiple diverse elements within the antenna
cluster enables frequency reconfigurability [42]. The feeding
circuitry is replaced by advanced solutions represented by
distributed transmitter [43]. Though the antenna cluster has
multiple ports, it constitutes only one communication channel.
Using multiple antenna clusters in the design region enables
MIMO operation [44]. Mutual coupling between two antenna
clusters still causes problems and has to be suppressed either
by modifications in the radiating system or by the utilization of
additional degrees of freedom in multiple ports. Nevertheless,
no previous work considered the additional ports for channel
correlation mitigation, and any method for setting feeding
coefficients was not proposed.
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This paper introduces a theoretical framework for feed-
ing optimization of total efficiency and channel correlation,
constrained by a user-defined allocation of power radiated
by channels. The former problem for maximization of total
efficiency [40], [45] is supplemented by additional constraints
capable of dealing with the unwanted components in radiated
power. The proposed theory utilizes matrix description and
shows how radiated power can be decomposed into individual
parts. Described tools allow comprehensive evaluation of
trade-offs between desired parameters and decisions about
further design processes. This work assumes the radiator’s
shape and matching circuitry to be fixed, and only the feeding
coefficients are manipulated to assess fundamental limits on
the excitation of the given antenna design. The definition of
problems enables direct calculation of the optimal feeding
weights. All listed methods for MIMO design are compatible
with the antenna clusters technology and can be used in
arbitrary combinations.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section III in-
troduces the mathematical tools used. The modified optimiza-
tion procedure is described in Sec. IV, and its application is
shown in Sec. V and Sec. VI. The paper concludes in Sec VII.
Appendices A and C reviews the theoretical background, and
Appendices D and E deal with further aspects of the developed
theory.

II. ANTENNA CLUSTER PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Considering the antenna’s role in the communication chain,
the channel capacity is influenced by the three following
parameters [7], [46], [47]: total efficiency, envelope correlation
coefficient, and power allocation among individual channels.
Additionally, the complete assessment of the channel capacity
requires selecting a channel model and a decision about
the used transmitting and receiving antennas. The described
process is out of the scope of this work, and only the three
antenna parameters mentioned above will be addressed further.

Numerous works deal with total efficiency evaluated for
each channel individually—the channel’s efficiency is assessed
by feeding that channel and terminating the rest of the channels
into the standard load [48]. This approach allows straight-
forward verification by measurement. The presented work
searches for the maximum attainable performance. Therefore,
the former method is replaced by evaluating total efficiency
when all ports are synchronously driven with the signals. This
second approach includes losses caused by coupling between
individual channels and fully considers the effects of mutual
coupling on radiated power [49].

The total efficiency and envelope correlation coefficients
can be optimized by shape modifications or the usage of
reactive loading. The power allocation also depends on these
two methods. However, it can be scaled arbitrarily by feeding
networks. Besides the mentioned approaches, it is further pos-
sible to employ auxiliary ports serving as additional degrees
of freedom. In this work, the whole radiating system consists
of N ports divided into M groups, where m-th group has
Nm ports, where M also defines the intended order of MIMO
functionality. A group of ports is called an antenna cluster, see
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Fig. 1. Illustration of an antenna cluster. The indicated integrated circuit
represents a distributed transceiver. (a) Multi-port antenna forming an antenna
cluster (two feeding ports, two radiating elements). (b) The MIMO system
consisting of two antenna clusters. The wavy curves and arrows depict self
and mutual radiated powers.

Fig. 1(a), and this nomenclature is held throughout the paper.
The MIMO system established by multiple antenna clusters is
illustrated in Fig. 1(b). The dependence of antenna clusters on
applied feeding coefficients is exploited below for optimization
purposes.

The operation of antenna clusters is supported by distributed
transmitters [43], which sets desired feeding coefficients. The
realistic functionality of this component is not taken into
account in this work and it is assumed that feeding coefficients
can be set arbitrarily. Depending on the designer’s choice,
the feeding coefficients might be port voltages, port currents,
or incident power waves. Subsequent work is derived on the
usage of port voltages. The alternative with incident power
waves is outlined in Appendix B.

III. RADIATION OF ANTENNA CLUSTERS

The radiating system is fully described with its port radi-
ation matrix g0 ∈ CN×N , see Appendix A, which, together
with port voltages, calculate radiated power

1

2
vHg0v = P, (1)

where P denotes time-averaged radiated power,
and v ∈ CN×1 aggregates feeding voltages connected
to the antenna ports. Considering the far-field correlation, see
Appendix C, the port radiation matrix g0 is the operator of
primary interest1. Individual elements of radiation matrix g0

are grouped into blocks as

g0 =

 g0,11 . . . g0,1M

...
. . .

...
g0,M1 . . . g0,MM

 , (2)

with g0,mm ∈ CNm×Nm describing the interaction within the
m-th cluster and g0,mn ∈ CNm×Nn considering interactions

1Although the lossless antennas are used for simplicity, lossy cases can be
included without any major modification of the theory, see Appendix A.



3

between the m-th and n-th cluster. The radiation matrix is
hermitian

g0,nm = gH
0,mn. (3)

The feeding of an antenna is also partitioned into blocks,
each representing a feeding vector of a particular cluster

v =
[
vT
1 . . . vT

M

]T
, (4)

where v ∈ CN×1 contains vectors vm ∈ CNm×1 correspond-
ing to the m-th cluster feeding.

The radiated power consists of terms

Pmn =
1

2
vH
mg0,mnvn, (5)

where m = n represents self terms, and m ̸= n represents
interaction terms. Summing all contributions gives the total
radiated power

P =
1

2

∑
m

vH
mg0,mmvm +

1

2

∑
m

∑
n ̸=m

vH
mg0,mnvn. (6)

Notice that only total radiated power P in (6) has a clear
physical meaning. The separation into generally complex-
valued terms (5) is only used to exploit their mathematical
properties for the optimization procedure discussed in Sec. IV.
It is nevertheless worth mentioning that power terms Pmn are
directly related to the far-field correlation coefficient, see (38)
in Appendix C.

Dividing relation (6) by total radiated power P leads to
power ratios αmn

1 =
∑
m

αmm +
∑
m

∑
n ̸=m

αmn =∑
m

αmm +
∑
m

∑
n>m

βmn, (7)

where αmn = Pmn/P and βmn = αmn + αnm. Power ratios
αmn with m ̸= n have an imaginary part, for which γmn is
defined as

γmn = i (αmn − αnm) , (8)

where i2 = −1 represents imaginary unit. The power ratios
are used in the optimization to control the composition of the
radiated power. The self-term power ratios αmm control useful
radiated power, and βmn, γmn are used to limit the mutual
radiated power. More details are given in Appendices D and E.

IV. OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM AND CONSTRAINTS

The trade-off between far-field correlation, total efficiency,
and power allocation is formulated in this section, starting with
simpler sub-problems.

The optimization problem for maximum total efficiency η
reads

maximize
v

P

subject to Pin = 1,
(9)

and it can be solved as a generalized eigenvalue problem [45].
This formulation delimits the highest total efficiency achieved
with a given set of ports. To constrain optimization, the
power delivered to the antennas is fixed see Appendix A with

further explanation. The problem (9) is unable to distinguish
individual channels. Therefore, a modification in the form of
additional constraints is required.

Observing the formula for the far-field correlation (38), it
is clear that the term in its numerator should be minimized.
The terms of form Pmn with m ̸= n are generally complex
and unsuitable for convex solvers. Thus, real mutual radiated
power Pmn,real is introduced and defines a constraint on
mutual radiated power

Pmn,real = 2Re {Pmn} = βmnP. (10)

where βmn is the power ratio from (7), the value set by the
user during optimization.

Constraint (10) deals only with the real part of the correla-
tion coefficient (38). The imaginary part also has to be sup-
pressed2. A constraint on imaginary mutual power Pmn,imag

reads
Pmn,imag = 2Im {Pmn} = γmnP (11)

where γmn is used in a similar manner as βmn.
Optimization problem (9) constrained solely by rela-

tions (10) and (11) would end in a trivial solution, where
some vm would be a zero vector, which would mean that
corresponding Pmm vanishes. Such a scenario is unacceptable
since it disables one of the clusters (and with it the correspond-
ing communication channel). Hence, another set of constraints
must be defined. To that point, self-radiated powers Pmm are
constrained via

Pmm = αmmP, (12)

stating that the channel radiates a user-defined ratio αmm of
total radiated power.

Considering the constraints defined above, the modified
optimization problem reads

maximize
v

P

subject to Pin = 1,

Pmm = αmmP, ∀m
Pmn,real = βmnP, ∀m,n ∧m ̸= n,

Pmn,imag = γmnP, ∀m,n ∧m ̸= n,

(13)

This definition fully controls radiated power optimization and
far-field correlation while maximizing total efficiency.

Before showing the described theory in an example, it is
worth pointing out the following remarks. The system with M
clusters needs, in total, M2 constraints3. This number becomes
considerably high even for a small number of antenna clusters.
In practice, however, some constraints might be omitted. For
example, the channel correlation between particular clusters
can be already sufficiently low due to a geometrical arrange-
ment.

Although the first choice of the power ratios in problem (13)
might be αmm = 1/M and βmn, γmn → 0, it is beneficial
to perform a sweep over these values. The sweep not only

2Real part of Pmn term expresses the time-averaged power flowing from
m-th cluster to n-th cluster. The imaginary part does not have a direct physical
explanation but is an important part of the correlation coefficient.

3The given number respects the dependence of power components.
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provides an understanding of how radiated power is dis-
tributed among the channels, but it might also offer important
relaxations that would be compensated by gains in overall
performance.

Throughout this paper, the solution of problem (13) is
approached using a dual formulation [50] and quadratically
constrained quadratic program solvers contained within the
fundamental bounds package [51]. When a duality gap [50]
is present, the interior-point method [52] applied directly to
the primal problem is utilized instead. In these cases, the
localization of a global optimum is not assured. A comparison
with the Monte Carlo method suggests that these extremal
points might be globally optimal.

The problem (13) is general and can be used for arbitrary
complex scenarios, resolved by the arbitrary full-wave electro-
magnetic solver since the matrix describing radiation proper-
ties can always be obtained from far-field integration [53]. Def-
inition (13) further allows the integration of knowledge about
the feeding circuitry with the method introduced in [54], [55]
by replacing the incident power [56] with available power [57].
Appendix B shows the modification of problem (13) when the
optimization variables and matrices are represented by power
waves.

V. EXAMPLE: PARALLEL DIPOLES

To demonstrate the most salient features of the proposed
optimization, four thin parallel dipoles made of a perfect
electric conductor are used, see Fig. 2. The length of each
strip is equal to L = 0.916 c0/ (2f0), where f0 = 750MHz.
Spacing between dipoles is equal to L/4 and is purposely
chosen to highlight problems with an envelope correlation
coefficient between considered antenna clusters. All ports are
connected to the 50Ω transmission line, and no additional
components are used for matching. Figure 2 also shows how
antenna elements are grouped into two clusters. The in-house
method of moments solver [58] is employed for the system
analysis.

The optimization problem reads

maximize
v

P

subject to Pin = 1,

P11 = α11P,

P12,real = β12P,

P12,imag = γ12P,

(14)

where α11, β12, and γ12 are swept. In practical scenarios, a
given ratio κ12 between P11 and P22 is typically of interest.
Utilizing the dependence (7) and defining a power ratio κ12

as
κ12 =

P22

P11
=

α22

α11
(15)

allows fixing the power ratio κ12 by using

α11 =
1− β12

1 + κ12
, (16)

thereby reducing the sweep to only two dimensions. The rest
of this section is dedicated to solving problem (14) on different

cl
u
st
er

1

cl
u
st
er

2

L

L/4

L/100

x

z

y x z
×

Fig. 2. Illustration of the considered MIMO system. The dimensions are not
shown in the correct proportions. The blue and red curves highlight the first
and second clusters. All dipoles are fed with delta gaps in places highlighted
with orange lines.

frequencies with various power ratio settings to show different
features of the developed theory.

The results of the two optimization problems are compared:
the maximization of total efficiency η in problem (9) and
the simultaneous minimization of the envelope correlation
coefficient E12 in problem (14). In the latter case, the op-
timization is solved using κ12 = 1, β12 = 0 and γ12 = 0,
i.e., enforcing the zero correlation coefficient and enforcing
equal power distribution among the channels. Considering the
properties of constrained optimization [50], [52], the expected
result is a lower value of total efficiency for constrained
problem (14) as compared to the former problem (9). Figure 3
shows that optimization of total efficiency leads to a relatively
large envelope correlation coefficient (E12 > 0.5) in most
of the studied frequencies. When the constraint on E12 is
added, total efficiency is slightly decreased, but the envelope
correlation coefficient is kept at zero guaranteeing acceptable
MIMO performance.

Various power ratio settings are further studied in Fig. 4
which demonstrates the situation in which problem (14) is
solved at f = 721MHz with κ12 = 1, β12 = −0.1 and
γ12 ∈ [−0.5, 0.5]. It shows how different power compo-
nents (6) are related to total radiated power P through power
ratios. The curves for P11 and P22 overlay each other as the
power ratio reads κ12 = 1.

Evaluating the trade-off between total efficiency η and enve-
lope correlation coefficient E12, the power ratio sweep is ex-
tended to β12, γ12 ∈ [−0.5, 0.5], see Fig. 5, and problem (14)
is solved at f = 735MHz with κ12 = 10. Total efficiency is
depicted as a contour plot and envelope correlation is shown
with ellipses of constant E12, see Appendix D. The figure
also shows that not all combinations of power ratios lead to a
feasible solution. The unfeasible solutions are bounded by a
maximal envelope correlation ellipse. Optimal total efficiency
and the optimal envelope correlation coefficient lie at different
spots in the β12×γ12 space, showing that they are conflicting
parameters.
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Fig. 3. The frequency sweep of total efficiency η and envelope correlation
coefficient E12 for κ12 = 1, β12 = 0 and γ12 = 0. The blue color
represents the former optimization problem (9), and the red is its modified
version (14). The jump in the blue dashed curve is caused by the change of
feeding eigenvector v to a different mode.
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P
x
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Fig. 4. The sweep of power ratio γ12 at f = 721MHz with β12 = −0.1,
α11 = 0.55 and α22 = 0.55. The input power reads Pin = 1W. The
black curve denotes total radiated power P . The rest of the curves depict its
decomposition into individual parts (6).

The trade-off between total efficiency η and envelope cor-
relation coefficient E12 at frequency f = 735MHz is shown
in Fig. 6. The blue and red continuous curves are Pareto
optimal solutions. Validation of the proposed framework is
supported using the Monte Carlo method to generate random
feeding vectors. All voltage vectors v are normalized to satisfy
constraints on input power and the power ratio κ12. The blue
and red dots represent those solutions, and all lie under the
plotted Pareto frontiers. In this specific case, there is only a
slight difference in performance between different power ratios
κ12. Also, the drop in efficiency for lower envelope correlation
coefficients is minor.

The radiation patterns for κ12 = 1, β = −0.045 and γ = 0,
see Fig. 3, at frequency 750MHz are depicted in Fig. 7.
The pattern of the whole system corresponding to voltage
vector v =

[
vT
1 vT

2

]T
solving problem (14) is depicted

in purple. This radiation pattern is composed of individual
patterns of each cluster (blue and red), which correspond
to voltage vectors v =

[
vT
1 0T

]T
and v =

[
0T vT

2

]T
,

respectively, and resemble cardioids with the opposite orien-
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Fig. 5. The power ratio sweep β12 ∈ [−0.5, 0.5] and γ12 ∈ [−0.5, 0.5]
for power ratio κ12 = 10. The solid-line contour plot depicts total efficiency.
Dashed ellipses are regions of constant envelope correlation E12. The orange
dots refer to Pareto-optimal solutions Fig. 6.
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Fig. 6. The trade-off between the envelope correlation coefficient and total
efficiency for two different ratios κ12 between self powers. Pareto optimal
curves are highlighted. Dots represent randomly generated solutions.

tation of their main lobes, a sound solution for high efficiency
and low far-field correlation.

VI. EXAMPLE: MOBILE TERMINAL

The second studied structure resembles a mobile termi-
nal introducing a more realistic antenna example with size
restricted to common present-day devices, see Fig. 8. The
antenna system is considered for operations in the vicinity
of 900MHz. All ports are connected to 50Ω transmission
lines and no additional components are used for matching.
The presented system is purposely not symmetric. The four
antenna elements are grouped into two clusters as indicated in
Fig. 8.

Enforcing the vanishing envelope correlation coefficient is,
generally, not the best strategy for optimization due to its
price in total efficiency. Instead, it is beneficial to add an
additional non-equality constraint that sets a tolerance for
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blue colors represent each channel. (a) cut in φ = 0. (b) cut in θ = π/2.
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Fig. 8. Simplified model of a mobile terminal. The blue and red curves
highlight the first and second clusters. Monopole antennas are fed with
delta gaps in places highlighted with orange lines. The dimensions are in
millimeters.

envelope correlation coefficient E12 under a given threshold

maximize
v

P

subject to Pin = 1,

P11 = α11P,

P12,real = β12P,

P12,imag = γ12P,

E12 ≤ Emax,

(17)

where Emax is the maximal allowed envelope correlation
coefficient.

Figure 9 shows the solution to problem (17) where the
set of red curves corresponds to Emax = 0 and the blue
curves represent a solution for Emax = 0.25. The cost of
zero envelope correlation coefficient E12 is a significant drop
in total efficiency η in the entire frequency region. Allowing
a higher envelope correlation coefficient than zero (always
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Emax η E12

0.25

0

f [MHz]

η
[−

],
E
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2
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]

Fig. 9. The frequency sweep of total efficiency η and the envelope correlation
coefficient E12 for κ12 = 1. The red color represents the optimization
problem for E12 = 0, and the blue curve is the problem with envelope
correlation coefficient E12 ≤ 0.25.
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Fig. 10. Trade-off between the envelope correlation coefficient and total
efficiency for the mobile terminal model at frequency f = 960MHz. Two
different ratios κ12 between powers are shown. The blue and red dots are
randomly generated solutions from the Monte Carlo method. Pareto-optimal
curves are highlighted by the solid lines.

the case in practical applications) leads to substantially better
results in total efficiency.

The trade-off between total efficiency η and envelope cor-
relation coefficient E12 is shown in Fig. 10 for f = 960MHz
and for two different power ratios κ12. The maximum allowed
value of correlation Emax is not limited in this case. The
continuous lines are Pareto frontiers, while the dots represent
randomly generated solutions. This example highlights the
conflict between the power ratio and total efficiency caused
by the lack of symmetries. Unlike the previous example,
this antenna model has a significant trade-off between total
efficiency and the envelope correlation coefficient.

To enable the full potential of antenna cluster technology,
the distributed transceiver [43] would be needed to set the opti-
mal feeding coefficients at every frequency. Such an operation
is impossible to implement due to physical restrictions [59].
Therefore, the desired frequency band has to be divided into
narrower sub-bands. The procedure (17) is then applied for
each sub-band only once. This opens several questions about
the number of discretized sub-bands and the bandwidth of
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Fig. 11. Comparison of solutions to problem (17) with Emax = 0.25. Solid
lines show the performance of voltage vector v optimized at each frequency.
Dashed lines correspond to the voltage vector that is only optimal at frequency
fc = 867MHz (highlighted by the black dashed vertical line).

the optimal feeding vector. Addressing this problem leads to
further examination of optimal feeding coefficients near a sin-
gle frequency. Figure 11 shows the difference in performance
for the case when the optimal solution to problem (17) is
applied to all frequencies in a given sub-band and for the case
where the optimal solution for fc = 867MHz is applied to all
considered frequencies. Total efficiency η, envelope correlation
coefficient E12, and power ratio κ12 = P22/P11 at fc are equal
for both excitation schemes. All metrics gradually change as
the distance from fc increases. To summarize, the optimal
voltages do not deviate significantly when the frequency is
changed, though the effect of frequency detuning must be
evaluated in more detail in the future, also keeping in mind
that feeding transmission lines between the feeding circuitry
and the antenna port would result in additional dispersion.

VII. CONCLUSION

The theory of antenna cluster optimization has been ex-
panded toward evaluating the trade-off between total effi-
ciency, envelope correlation coefficients, and power radiated
by each cluster. The trade-off is evaluated via a solution to
the quadratic optimization problem for maximization of total
efficiency extended with the capability to deal simultaneously
with the three mentioned parameters. This is enabled by
introducing ratios between the power radiated by the clusters
and radiated power component separation. The series of results
in the two examples validate the proposed theory, with the
second example highlighting the trade-off between the three
mentioned parameters. The cellphone model confirms that the
ground plane is the main radiator at lower frequencies. Total
efficiency can be significantly increased when no requirement
on a low envelope correlation coefficient is imposed. The most
significant outcome of this paper is to demonstrate the ability
of an antenna cluster to balance the level of far-field pattern
correlation and total efficiency.

The optimization procedure yields optimal voltages which
provide Pareto-optimal performance when connected to the
antenna’s ports. Applying optimal voltages to all frequencies
leads to an unattainable complexity of feeding circuitry. There-

fore, the distributed transceiver must operate in sub-bands
where one solution is applied. The feeding circuitry is also
limited to discrete levels of feeding coefficients magnitudes
and phases, which can further affect the performance, and with
dispersion caused by transmission lines between the distributed
transceiver and antenna ports. The outlined problem opens a
question of the bandwidth of the optimal feeding vector and
whether it should be added as an additional constraint to the
optimization problem. Further research has to be conducted in
the future. This work did not assume any form of matching
circuits for further total efficiency enhancement. This is an
additional set of degrees of freedom to be considered by an
antenna designer.

An unresolved issue is the occasional appearance of a
duality gap when the dual formulation is employed to solve the
optimization problem. The employment of different solving
schemes should also be investigated to guarantee a glob-
ally optimal solution. This problem will likely be enhanced
when more than two antenna clusters are studied. Lastly,
the presented investigation raised the question concerning the
minimal number of ports required to guarantee the desired
performance in all optimized metrics.

APPENDIX A
MATRIX OPERATORS AND PORT QUANTITIES

The considered radiating system is described by the
impedance matrix Z = R0 + iX0 extracted from any integral
equations [60], [61] method

ZI = V, (18)

where I aggregates current approximation coefficients and V
is a discrete form of an excitation [62]. The antenna metrics
are commonly expressed as linear and quadratic forms of
current vector I. Notable examples used in this paper are time-
averaged radiated P and reactive Preact powers

1

2
IHZI ≈ P + iPreact. (19)

This paper deals with only lossless structures. However, the
losses can be involved by adding loss matrix Rρ into the
impedance matrix Z without any other changes.

Two operators are defined for the purposes of transforming
into port modes [45] with the first reading

Dmn =

{
ζm m = n,

0 otherwise,
(20)

where ζm is a parameter used to control units of port quan-
tities. The second operator is a port indexing matrix defined
as

Nmn =

{
1 the n-th port is placed at the m-th position,
0 otherwise.

(21)
Current vector I can now be controlled with voltage sources
at antenna ports as

I = YDNv, (22)
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where admittance matrix Y is an inverse of the Z operator.
Relation (22) can be used to transform MoM matrices M to
their port equivalents

m = NHDHYHMYDN. (23)

As an example, relation (23) can be used to transform radiation
operator R0 from (19) to port radiation matrix

g0 = NHDHYHR0YDN, (24)

with the help of which the radiated power can be evaluated as

P ≈ 1

2
vHg0v. (25)

Another essential quantity is the power delivered into the
radiating system which is used to constrain the optimization
problem. If the signal generators are uncoupled and con-
nected to the antennas with transmission lines of real-valued
impedance, incident power can be determined as

Pin =
1

2
aHa. (26)

To make it suitable for the optimization considered in this
paper, incoming power waves a are related to port voltages v
as [45]

a = kiv =
1

2

(
Λ−1 + Λy0

)
v. (27)

Finally, a combination of (25) and (26) leads to total
efficiency [45]

η =
IHR0I

aHa
=

vHg0v

vHkH
i kiv

, (28)

which is the metric to be maximized in this text.

APPENDIX B
POWER WAVES FORMULATION

The theory introduced above is general and can be adapted
to arbitrary types of port quantities. This section shows how
to use it with incident power waves a. An embedded radiation
matrix [53] reads

Γmn =
1

4πa∗man

∮
Ω

F ∗
e,m (θ, φ)F e,n (θ, φ) dΩ, (29)

where F e,m,F e,n represent embedded far-field patterns ob-
tained with exciting m,n-th port with incoming power wave
am, an and terminating rest of the ports into matched load. If
the system has no Ohmic losses, then it can be obtained from
the relation

Γ = E− sHs, (30)

where E is the identity matrix of corresponding size, and
matrix s contains s-parameters of the radiating system.

Radiated power, in this case, is calculated as

P =
1

2
aHΓa. (31)

Total efficiency reads

η =
P

Pin
=

aHΓa

aHa
, (32)

and embedded far-field pattern correlation reads

ρe,mn =
aHmΓmnan√

aHmΓmmam
√

aHnΓnnan
. (33)

Both quantities can be improved either by changes in the
radiating body or by feeding optimization, for which can be
used the routine defined above. The only difference is, that
terms Pmn are defined as

Pmn =
1

2
aHmΓmnan. (34)

It is worth mentioning that while the total efficiency is equal
for power waves and corresponding voltages (27), the envelope
correlation coefficients (33) and (38) are different quantities
because of distinct excitation.

Port radiation matrix g0 and embedded radiation matrix Γ
are related as

Γ = k−H
i g0k

−1
i . (35)

Matrix Γ can be extracted from an arbitrary field solver
making the whole framework generalized and independent of
the chosen method.

APPENDIX C
FAR-FIELD CORRELATION

Mutual radiated power Pmn, typically used to quantify far-
field orthogonality, can be evaluated as

Pmn =
1

2Z0

∮
S

F ∗
m (θ, φ) · F n (θ, φ) dΩ, (36)

where indices m,n denote current vectors Im, In excited on
an antenna. Utilizing method of moments together with (25),
this can be written as a quadratic form

Pmn =
1

2
IHmR0In =

1

2
vH
mg0,mnvn, (37)

with the help of which a far-field correlation coefficient ρmn

is expressed as

ρmn =
vH
mg0,mnvn√

vH
mg0,mmvm

√
vH
ng0,nnvn

. (38)

Although the generally complex coefficient (38) is not
directly suitable for convex optimization, individual quadratic
forms in the nominator and denominator can be added to the
optimization problem as additional constraints.

The envelope correlation coefficient Emn reads

Emn ≈ |ρmn|2 . (39)

APPENDIX D
CORRELATION EXPRESSED WITH POWER RATIOS

This section expresses correlation through power ratios.
Considering a case of two antenna clusters M = 2, the far-
field correlation coefficient reads

ρ12 =
vH
1 g0,12v2√

vH
1 g0,11v1

√
vH
2 g0,22v2

=
1

2

β12 + iγ12√
α11

√
α22

, (40)

which is obtained by dividing every term vH
mg0,mnvn with

vHg0v and utilizing the power ratios. The ratio between self



9

−2 −1.5 −1 −0.5 0
−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

β12 [−]

γ
1
2
[−

]

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

E12 [−]

Fig. 12. Depiction of envelope correlation expressed with power ratios for
the case of two antenna clusters and κ12 = 1. Dashed ellipses show curves of
the constant envelope correlation coefficient. Values higher than E12 > 0.5
are not shown in compliance with [2].

powers κ12 = P11/P22 is usually of interest. Using (7) and
ratio κ12 allows us to express α11 as

α11 =
1− β12

1 + κ12
, (41)

and α22 = κ12α11. Putting (41) into relation (40) leads to

E12 =

(
1 + κ12

2
√
κ12

)2
β2
12 + γ2

12

(β12 − 1)
2 . (42)

The first term in parentheses in (42) is the scaling factor and
the rest of the expression forms the equation for the ellipse.
Considering κ12 = 1 for simplicity, then the expression (42)
can be rewritten as

(1− E12)
2

E12

(
β12 +

E12

1− E12

)2

+
1− E12

E12
γ2
12 = 1, (43)

which is an ellipse equation. The general κ12 would need
only a re-scaling of E12 by the factor in parentheses in
equation (42).

APPENDIX E
POWER RATIOS INTERVALS

For a simplification of the matrix description, the indexing
operators Cm ∈ BN×Nm are introduced as

Cm,kl =

{
1 the k-th port is the m-th cluster l-th port,
0 otherwise.

(44)
Applying this operator from both sides on the port-mode
radiation matrix gives

g0,mn = CH
mg0Cn. (45)

Using the combination of CmCH
m on the same group of

operators provides a matrix that reads

g̃0,mn = CmCH
mg0CnC

H
n =

0 . . . 0
... g0,mn

...
0 . . . 0

 . (46)

Terms (5) can be expressed as

Pmn =
1

2
vHCmCH

mg0CnC
H
nv, (47)

which can be then directly utilized in the implementation of
the problem (13).

Relation (46) can be used for establishing feasible intervals
for power ratios by means of generalized eigenvalue problems.
Starting with self powers, the maximal value of αmm is found
as

g̃0,mmvj = αjg0vj , (48)

and the corresponding interval reads α ∈ [0,maxαj ].
A similar approach is used for mutual power ratios. The

generalized eigenvalue problems read

(g̃0,mn + g̃0,nm)vk = βkg0vk, (49)
i (g̃0,mn − g̃0,nm)vl = γlg0vl, (50)

and determine intervals βmn ∈ [minβk,maxβk] for the real
part and γmn ∈ [min γl,max γl] for the imaginary part of
mutual powers.
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