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Abstract—This paper aims to simultaneously optimize indoor
wireless and daylight performance by adjusting the positions of
windows and the beam directions of window-deployed recon-
figurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) for RIS-aided outdoor-to-
indoor (O2I) networks utilizing large language models (LLM)
as optimizers. Firstly, we illustrate the wireless and daylight
system models of RIS-aided O2I networks and formulate a joint
optimization problem to enhance both wireless traffic sum rate
and daylight illumination performance. Then, we present a multi-
modal LLM-based window optimization (LMWO) framework,
accompanied by a prompt construction template to optimize the
overall performance in a zero-shot fashion, functioning as both
an architect and a wireless network planner. Finally, we analyze
the optimization performance of the LMWO framework and
the impact of the number of windows, room size, number of
RIS units, and daylight factor. Numerical results demonstrate
that our proposed LMWO framework can achieve outstanding
optimization performance in terms of initial performance, con-
vergence speed, final outcomes, and time complexity, compared
with classic optimization methods. The building’s wireless per-
formance can be significantly enhanced while ensuring indoor
daylight performance.

Index Terms—Building wireless performance, large language
model, indoor daylight performance, reconfigurable intelligent
surfaces, window design optimization, outdoor-to-indoor net-
work.
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IN 5G wireless communication systems, approximately 90%
traffic occurs within buildings, posing unprecedented chal-

lenges to the design of indoor wireless networks. Moreover,
building wireless performance (BWP) is greatly impacted
and constrained by building characteristics such as windows,
layouts, and materials as demonstrated in [1]. Therefore, the
wireless performance of a building should be considered
and optimized according to the demand of indoor commu-
nication networks during the building’s design phase. This
is particularly crucial for reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(RIS)-aided outdoor-to-indoor (O2I) communication networks,
where indoor traffic demands are met by outdoor base sta-
tions (BSs) through intermediate transmissive reconfigurable
intelligent surfaces (T-RISs) [2]. In such networks, walls and
windows significantly impact the deployment strategy of T-
RISs when mitigating the penetration loss and shadowing
effects of buildings [3].

Currently, most researchers proposed deploying T-RISs on
the walls of buildings [4]. The authors in [5] designed a dual-
hop hybrid RIS-aided mmWave system featuring one passive
and one active RIS on the surface of a building to maximize the
signal-to-noise ratio of users by jointly optimizing the reflect-
ing coefficients of the RISs and the beamforming vectors of
the BSs. This optimization problem was divided into three sub-
problems and solved using alternating optimization methods.
The research in [6] proposed a policy gradient reinforcement
learning method to jointly control the beamforming power
of each user and the phase shifts of RISs to maximize
spectral efficiency for both indoor and outdoor users in a wall-
deployed simultaneously transmitting and reflecting (STAR)-
RIS-assisted downlink communication system. Similarly, re-
searchers in [7] addressed a wall-deployed STAR-RIS-aided
three-dimensional indoor and outdoor localization problem by
optimizing power allocation between refraction and reflection,
as well as between two mobile stations, using a principal
angle analysis method. Additionally, the research [8] inves-
tigated a wall-deployed hybrid double-RIS-aided and relay-
aided system to eliminate the impact of building occlusion and
penetration loss in O2I communication networks by proposing
two closed-form algorithms for passive RIS beamforming.

Unfortunately, these wall-deployed T-RISs still experience
significant penetration loss caused by concrete walls [9]. More-
over, wall-deployed RISs are difficult to reconfigure, replace,
or repair due to high structural modification costs and the
potential hazards associated with the rapid evolution of RIS-

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

20
69

1v
1 

 [
cs

.N
I]

  7
 O

ct
 2

02
4



IEEE XXX, VOL. XX, NO. XX, SEPTEMBER 2024 2

Outdoor

Indoor

BS

Daylight ray Beam ray

Indoor experience of users 

Daylight performance

Wireless performance

Transparent 
T-RIS

ℎt

ℎb

Fig. 1. Illustration of the indoor user’s well-being experience considering the
performance of wireless and daylight via transparent T-RISs.

related technologies [10]. Consequently, windows, as the most
flexible components of a building, are promising to play a cru-
cial role in RIS-aided O2I communication networks, as high-
lighted by recent research. Researchers in [11] proposed a win-
dow implementation strategy using a transparent metasurface
lens, which facilitated installations on glass windows and other
visually sensitive areas. This approach allowed the scattering
characteristics of metasurfaces to be dynamically controlled,
mitigating coverage holes in an O2I network while maintaining
high optical transparency. Subsequently, a window-deployed
active intelligent transmitting surface solution was proposed in
[12] in an O2I network to optimize the indoor weighted traffic
sum-rate. Additionally, window-deployed transparent active
RISs were proposed in [13] for uplink enhancement in indoor-
to-outdoor mmWave communication networks using closed-
form optimization methods. These RISs can be integrated into
optically transparent glass windows, providing environmental
and aesthetic benefits without compromising visual effects.

However, these studies have primarily focused on the de-
ployment of RISs while neglecting the impact of window
attributes, particularly the positioning of windows. Inadequate
window placement can result in the suboptimal placement of
T-RISs, leading to a deterioration in indoor wireless commu-
nication performance, which subsequently affects the quality
of experience (QoE) of indoor users. Meanwhile, the window
placement is also crucial for indoor daylight performance [14],
which significantly influences indoor users’ QoE in terms of
their mood, morale, mental state, and health [15].

Therefore, in this paper, we first investigate a passive T-RIS-
aided O2I network with indoor blockages and aim to optimize
both indoor wireless and daylight performance simultaneously
by adjusting the positions of windows to enhance the overall
QoE of indoor users as shown in Fig. 1. We then formulate
a joint optimization problem that addresses indoor wireless
performance and daylight performance subject to constraints
on the minimum interval of windows and minimum indoor
daylight requirements. To tackle this problem, we design
a large language model (LLM)-based window optimization
(LMWO) framework, followed by specific simulations and
discussions. Our contributions can be summarized as follows:

• To our best knowledge, this is the first work to concur-
rently optimize the performance of the wireless network and
daylight system in a passive T-RIS-aided O2I network with a
specific focus on the role of windows in enhancing the well-
being QoE of indoor users through a problem formulation.
• Secondly, we propose a novel LLM-based optimization

framework to address this challenge by leveraging the pre-
training knowledge, human-like learning capacity, and strong
generalization ability of LLMs. Within this framework, an
initialization module and an optimization module are designed
to iteratively improve the performance of the LLM-based
optimizer by interacting with the target environment.
• Thirdly, we design a prompt template for the LLM-based

optimizer that incorporates five categories of information to
ensure the effective embedding of redundant information with
standardized formats. Additionally, we construct environmen-
tal feedback as a fusion of multi-modal data (e.g. text and
image) to enhance the generated solutions of LLMs through
cross-verification of diverse data types.
• Finally, simulation results demonstrate that our pro-

posed LMWO framework significantly outperforms the classic
heuristic algorithm, simulated annealing genetic algorithm
(SAGA) in terms of initial performance, convergence speed,
time complexity, and final performance. Additionally, we
investigate the impact of the number of windows, number of
RIS units, room size, and daylight factor on the performance
of the LMWO framework.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section II
discusses the system models for both the wireless system and
daylight system with a joint optimization problem formulation.
Section III details the basic knowledge of LLMs and our pro-
posed LMWO framework. Section IV introduces the baseline
algorithm SAGA. Section V includes an experimental setting
and a discussion of the results with an analysis of influence
elements. Finally, we conclude our work and present potential
future directions in section VI.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we introduce the wireless network model of a
passive T-RIS-aided O2I network, followed by a daylight eval-
uation system for the indoor scenario. Combining these two
systems, a joint optimization problem is formulated consid-
ering both wireless traffic sum rate and daylight illumination
performance.

A. Wireless Network Model

The wireless network model of a typical passive T-RIS-
aided O2I network is built on our previous research [16] as
shown in Fig. 2. The focused rectangular workplace room has
width Wr, length Lr, altitude height Hr, and N windows
on its long side wall of the near end. All windows have a
consistent size of L length and W width. In particular, U
passive T-RIS units are uniformly deployed on the centre of
windows with a fixed beam orientation to enhance the wireless
communication between an outdoor BS with Nt antennas and
an indoor user with a single antenna. We assume that the
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Fig. 2. The wireless network and daylight system, where θ and ψ represent the
elevation and azimuth angle of corresponding links, respectively, and ”Win”
is an abbreviation for “window”.

transmission from the BS to each RIS of windows is non-
blocked and the direct transmission between the BS and UE
is not considered due to the huge penetration loss. Specifically,
the BS is Ht altitude height and located at (0,0) in a 2-
dimension Cartesian coordinate system. The left near point of
the building is located at (xb, yb). The central positions of win-
dows are presented as P = {(x1, yb), (x2, yb), ..., (xN , yb)}.
The beam elevation angles and azimuth angle of window-
deployed RISs are denoted as Θr = {θr1, θr2, ..., θrN} and
Ψr = {ψr1, ψr2, ..., ψrN}, respectively.

Inside the room are M uniform measurement points to
assess indoor wireless performance. For each measurement
point, there is a user weight value to present the probability
of the user appearing at this point following the function of
the 2-dimensional joint beta distribution, which can represent
the probability of traffic demand requirements and is presented
as W = {w1, w2, ..., wM}. Meanwhile, indoor environmental
elements like furniture, pillars, and decorations are considered
to be blockages which are modelled as cylinders with an
average radius of R. The distribution of the blockages’ centres
follows the Poisson point process (PPP) with a density ρ.
Considering the high penetration loss of indoor blockages,
only line-of-sight (LoS) transmission is considered [3], [17].
Thus, according to the propagation model in [18], the average
received power of the signal transmitted by the T-RIS on the
nth window is shown as Eq. (1).

Pn =
PtN

2
t d

2
xd

2
yλ

2 cos θtnω
2(
∑√

U
i=1

∑√
U

j=1 exp(−jϕn,i,j))
2

16π2d2n1d
2
n2

, (1)

where Pt is the transmit power of the signal from the BS,
dx × dy is the size of the units of passive T-RISs on the nth
window, λ is the wavelength of the carrier signal, ω is the
penetration loss when the signal passes through the window,
dn1 is the distance between the nth window and the BS,
dn2 is the distance between the nth window and the user,
respectively, ϕn,i,j is the phase of the wave reflected by the
ith row and jth column unite on the RIS of the nth window
and can be calculated as:

ϕn,i,j = ϕa,n,i,j − ϕr,n,i,j , (2)

where ϕa,n,i,j is the phase shift of the wave due to the location
of the ith row and jth column unite on the RIS of the nth
window as shown in Eq. (3), ϕr,n,i,j is the field pattern of the
ith row and jth column unit on the RIS of the nth window as
shown in Eq. (4). θtn and ψtn are the elevation and azimuth
angle from the BS antennas to the centre of the RIS of the
nth window, θrn and ψrn are the elevation and azimuth angle
from the centre of the RIS of the nth window to the UE, θ

′

rn

and ψ
′

rn are the desired elevation and azimuth angle from the
centre of the RIS of the nth window to the UE.

Subsequently, the received traffic data rate of the measure-
ment point m is derived by:

γm =
∑
z∈Z

PLoS(z)Blog

(
1 +

(
∑

n∈z

√
Pn)

2

σ2
m

)
, (5)

where z is the set of unblocked RISs, Z is the possible com-
binations of RISs, e.g. {(1, 2, 3), (1, 2), (1, 3), (1), (2), (3)}
when there are three window-deployed RISs, PLoS(z) is the
probability that the RISs from the set z is unblocked as the
derivation Eq. (14) and Eq. (20) in [16], B is the channel
bandwidth, σ2

m is the power of the additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) at measurement point m.

B. Daylight Evaluation Model
For the indoor daylight analysis, daylight performance is

evaluated using ray-tracking algorithms implemented through
the Radiance and Daysim plugins within the Rhinoceros
3D Grasshopper software environment [19]. The ray-tracing
method offers the most accurate and detailed results [15],
considering the diverse daylight sources, the diffuse reflection
phenomena, and the complexity of light propagation paths.
Specifically, Radiance is a lighting simulation tool based on
hybrid deterministic-stochastic ray tracing approaches [20] de-
veloped by Greg Ward Larson at Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory. Radiance provides a realistic representation of
light interactions by incorporating weather and illumination
data into the indoor simulation model in compliance with
EU Building Design standards [21]. Subsequently, Daysim
analyses daylight performance using algorithms from Radi-
ance. Additionally, natural weather and illumination data are
introduced from the Ladybug [22], an open-source project
focused on environmental design.

Inside the room, M measurement points are established to
assess daylight, consistent with the wireless network model.
For each measurement point, a single-day grid analysis is
conducted on the winter solstice (the 21st of Dec.) at 15:00,
considering only external natural and sunlight. the elevation
and azimuth angles from the sunlight source to the centres of
windows are denoted by θd and ψd, respectively. The daylight
transmission rate of the windows used is presented as β using
double-layer soda-lime glass. In terms of light reflection, the
simulation calculates two bounces off the wall, floor, and
ceiling surfaces with reflection coefficients, represented by Fw,
Ff , and Fc, respectively. The illumination degree Im at the mth
measurement point (lux as unite) is calculated as:

Im = I lm + Ĩ lm + Ism + Ĩsm, (6)
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where I lm and Ĩ lm are the direct and indirect illumination from
the skylight, respectively, Ism and Ĩsm are the direct and indirect
illumination from solar radiation, respectively. In particular,
the direct ones include the direct light and solar illumination
transmitted through windows. The indirect ones include the
inter-reflected light, both internal and external reflections.
Consequently, the output set of daylight illumination levels for
all measurement points is presented as I = {I1, I2, ..., IM}.

C. Problem Formulation

To improve the overall QoE of indoor users, wireless perfor-
mance and daylight performance are simultaneously optimized
by adjusting the window positions and beam directions of
window-deployed RISs according to an indoor user weight
matrix W . The optimization results are compared against those
of the common uniform-distributed window (UDW) strategy,
where windows are uniformly implemented with beam di-
rections perpendicular to the surface. The improvement of
wireless performance ϕw is calculated as:

ϕw =

∑M
m=0 γm/γ

′

m · wm

M
, (7)

where γ
′

m presents the received traffic data rate at the mth
measurement point in UDW strategy. Similarly, the improve-
ment of daylight performance ϕd is calculated as:

ϕd =

∑M
m=0 Im/I

′

m · wm

M
, (8)

where I
′

m presents the daylight illumination degree at the mth
measurement point in UDW strategy. Finally, the optimization
problem is formulated as:

ϕo = max
P,Θr,Ψr

(ϕw + η · ϕd),

s.t. ϕd ≥ Tmin,

xn+1 − xn ≥ dmin,∀xn ∈ P,

(9)

where ϕo is the overall QoE optimization performance, η is
adopted as daylight factor to control the optimization tendency,
where higher values indicate a greater focus on sunlight, Tmin

is the minimum daylight improvement requirement to guaran-
tee indoor daylight performance, dmin presents the minimum
distance between centres of windows, which is larger than the
window width for aesthetic considerations.

This optimization problem is a non-convex problem caused
by the following factors: i. the complexity and non-convexity
caused by the blockage distribution and user distribution; ii.
the sophisticated nature of the realistic ray tracing model
employed for the daylight evaluation system; and iii. the

constraints imposed by variables and systems. To address these
challenges, we propose an LLM-based optimization frame-
work, leveraging the pre-trained knowledge and continuous
learning capacity of LLMs.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first introduce the foundation of LLMs
as optimizers as depicted in Fig. 3, accompanied by a concise
literature review of their current applications. Then, we present
the design of the LLM prompt template and multi-modal
feedback for our focused optimization problem, followed by
a specific demonstration of the LMWO framework.

A. LLM as Optimizer

Recently, LLMs have garnered tremendous attention and
are famous for ChatGPT, enabled by transformer technology
[23]. LLMs are distinguished by their ability to generate
human-like contextually appropriate and grammatically correct
outputs due to their extensive parameters, trained on vast
text datasets covering diverse domains of human life [24].
Consequently, it is plausible that LLMs contain human-like
capacities of continuous learning through trial and error and
exhibit reasonable decision-making abilities, making them
potential ideal optimizers for various optimization problems
across different domains.

However, the application of LLMs as optimizers is signif-
icantly limited by issues such as hallucinations answers (e.g.
incorrect and nonsensical content), knowledge out-of-date,
and limited mathematical capacities [25]. To address these
limitations, a robust framework and proper prompt design
[26] is necessary to activate the optimization capabilities of
LLMs, ensuring accurate, knowledge-aligned, and condition-
compliant output. Specifically, prompts, which are text strings
designed for interaction with LLMs, allow LLMs to integrate
user-defined parameters of target systems, provide essential
information on optimization problems, leverage professional
simulation results from external tools (e.g. Python, Matlab,
and Ranplan [27]), and incorporate expert human knowledge.

Currently, LLM-related optimization methods have shown
impressive optimization capabilities across various research
domains, including essay writing, code explanation, debug-
ging, education, customer service, content creation, and health-
care [28]–[31]. In the wireless communication field, LLM-
related research is advancing rapidly. The authors in [32]
proposed a comprehensive WirelessLLM framework for adapt-
ing and enhancing LLMs to address wireless communication
networks’ unique challenges and requirements. A pre-trained
LLM-empowered framework was proposed in [33] to perform

ϕa,n,i,j = mod(−2π

λ
(sin θtn cosψtn + sin θrn cosψrn)(m− 1

2
)dx + (sin θtn sinψtn + sin θrn sinψrn)(n− 1

2
)dy), 2π). (3)

ϕr,n,i,j = mod(−2π

λ
(sin θtn cosψtn+sin θ

′

rn cosψ
′

rn)(m− 1

2
)dx+(sin θtn sinψtn+sin θ

′

rn sinψ
′

rn)(n−
1

2
)dy), 2π). (4)
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Fig. 3. The overview of LLM-based optimizers.

fully automatic network intrusion detection with three in-
context learning methods to enhance the performance of LLMs
without further training. The authors in [34] proposed a work-
flow for automated network experimentation relying on the
synergy of LLMs and model-driven engineering, where the ex-
periment code was generated based on the textual description.
The research in [35] presented autonomous edge AI systems to
organize, adapt, and optimize themselves, leveraging the power
of LLMs to meet users’ diverse requirements and generating a
privacy-preserving manner code to train new models. In [36],
the authors introduced an LLM-based optimizer for wireless
network planning and optimization, focusing on optimizing the
number and placement of wireless access points. Moreover, the
research in [37] leveraged the analytical capabilities of LLMs,
combined with key data to optimize RIS-based communication
systems and achieve energy-efficient performance in real-time.

In summary, unlike conventional optimization approaches
that require step-by-step programming, LLM-based optimiz-
ers do not require detailed and precise optimization execu-
tion steps when interacting with environments and receiving
feedback. Moreover, LLM-based optimizers offer potentially
effective solutions for complex optimization problems thanks
to their extensive pre-trained data, unique multi-modal un-
derstanding mechanisms, and continuous learning capabilities.
According to [29], [38], we summarize four prime advan-
tages of LLM-based optimizers: i. zero-shot capability [39]
and warm start performance; ii. improved final performance;
iii. reduced time and faster convergence; and iv. model-free
nature and generalization ability, which align well with the
requirements of our focused optimization problem.

B. LMWO Framework

The following introduces the workflow of the LMWO
framework including its inputs, outputs, core modules, and
prompts designed for optimizing wireless and daylight perfor-
mance as depicted in Fig. 4 (a). In this framework, prompt
engineering serves as the primary approach for instructing

the LLM and integrating LLM with the target environment,
enabling an iterative optimization framework.

Specifically, the workflow begins with a user distribution
matrix from the target room as the input. Then, an initializa-
tion module is designed to generate a qualified initialization.
Subsequently, an optimization module refines the solution
iteratively until stability. Finally, the solution with the best
optimization result is output as the final solution. In these
modules, three reproducible prompts are constructed to pro-
vide task-oriented instructions, strictly define the format, and
embed environmental feedback to LLMs as instructions for the
target optimization problem as shown in Fig. 4 (b). To supply
LLMs with redundant information, we propose a standardized
prompt template that includes five categories of information
and organizes reproducible, structured prompts [31], including
task description, environmental information, input & output
formats, historical experience, and expert knowledge. This
approach ensures that comprehensive contextual information
enables LLMs to better understand the optimization problem
and provides sufficient cues for accurate inference. Conse-
quently, LLMs can generate accurate outputs while minimizing
hallucination effects.

Moreover, we design the wireless environment feedback as
a fusion of multi-modal information [40], containing wireless
sum rate performance ϕw, daylight illumination performance
ϕd, a heatmap figure of wireless sum rate performance at mea-
surement points, and a heatmap figure of daylight illumination
performance at measurement points as shown in Fig. 4 (c).
By capturing different types of environmental feedback (e.g.,
text and images), LLMs can establish connections between
feedback data and enhance situational awareness through
cross-verified information. Therefore, LLMs can provide more
reasonable solutions for our optimization problems. Next, we
discuss the details of two core modules:

1) Initialization module: The initialization module deter-
mines the window positions P and the RIS beam directions
Θr and Ψr through an LLM-based initializer and interactions
with the wireless network and daylight evaluation system.
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Algorithm 1 : Initialization module
1: input the initialization prompt 1 to the LLM;
2: achieve P , Θr, and Ψr from the LLM.
3: interact with the wireless and daylight evaluation systems

to get the multi-modal output;
4: if reward ≤ Ti then
5: go back to step 2;
6: end if
7: forward the initialization to the optimization module;

This process involves iterations to achieve qualified results
that exceed threshold Ti, emphasizing the significance of
initial performance for the LMWO framework as illustrated
in Algorithm 1. Within this module:

• LLM initialization prompt is constructed by the infor-
mation of task description, environmental information,
input format, and output format as shown in Fig. 4 (b).
This information provides details about the optimization
task (e.g. variables, optimization goals, and constraints),
environmental information of the target room, and suffi-

Algorithm 2 : Optimization module
1: achieve the initialization solution;
2: interact with the wireless system and the daylight evalua-

tion system;
3: if stable or maximum steps then
4: end the process and output the final solution;
5: else
6: construct the performance feedback prompt by lever-

aging the multi-modal output and the expert knowledge
prompt.

7: achieve P , Θr, and Ψr from the LLM.
8: go back to step 2;
9: end if

cient instructions for the input and output with restricted
format and appropriate guidance.

2) Optimization module: Subsequently, the optimization
module contains a combinatorial LLM-based optimizer that
iteratively updates performance based on the results from the
initialization module as shown in Algorithm 2. In each itera-



IEEE XXX, VOL. XX, NO. XX, SEPTEMBER 2024 7

tion, window positions and RIS beam directions are generated
and forwarded to the corresponding wireless and daylight
evaluation system. This process continues until a stable status
or maximum iteration steps. Within the optimization module,
there are two types of prompts:

• Performance feedback prompt informs the LLM about
the feedback information from the wireless and daylight
system model using the historical experience information
as shown in Fig. 4 (b) to iteratively adjust and improve
the LLM’s response based on the feedback.

• Expert knowledge prompt uses the expert knowledge
information as shown in Fig. 4 (b) to integrate additional
indoor wireless network knowledge and indoor daylight
design knowledge from physical, mathematical, and ex-
periential aspects into the LLM and enhance its decision-
making capability. Incorporating expert knowledge equips
the LLM with an enhanced capacity in wireless commu-
nication and architectural domains to address complex
optimization problems.

IV. THE SAGA ALGORITHM

We introduce the heuristic algorithm SAGA as a bench-
mark, which combines the genetic algorithm (GA) and sim-
ulated annealing algorithm (SA) [41]. GA is an iterative
optimization algorithm with a computational mechanism in-
spired by the Darwin theory of evolution [42]. In the natural
environment, well-fitness individuals are likely to generate
new individuals by crossover and mutation processes of
chromosomes to inherit genes. Accordingly, GA encodes a
potential solution as a chromosome and variables of this
solution as genes for an optimization problem. Here, we
formulate populations, individuals, chromosomes, and gen-
eration processes according to the optimization problem of
this paper. Assuming K individuals constitute a population,
represented by A = {A1, A2, ..., AK}. The chromosome
of the kth individual Ak refers to the set of positions of
windows and directions of window-deployed RISs, denoted as
{x1, x2, ..., xN , θr1, θr2, ..., θrN , ψr1, ψr2, ..., ψrN} with a fit-
ness value f(Ak), which is defined as the overall performance
of target environment.

In each generation process, parents individuals are ran-
domly selected among the population to generate offspring
chromosomes by conducting crossover and mutation processes
after random initialization of the population. In the crossover
process, parents’ chromosomes partially exchange on the gene
points with a probability of Pc, allowing offspring to inherit
genes from their parents and increasing solution diversity.
Next, the mutation process is utilized as an exploration
mechanism to randomly modify certain gene positions on an
individual’s chromosome with a probability of Pm, increasing
the diversity of the population and preventing the algorithm
from getting stuck in local optima. Finally, weaker solutions
are removed and replaced by better solutions according to
their fitness. Additionally, an elitism principle is leveraged to
maintain the best individuals of the existing E generation after
crossover or mutation to provide exploration guidelines.

However, GA is always trapped in the local optimal solution
with low-speed convergence without sufficient exploration

GA part

SA part

Exploration
enhancement

Fig. 5. The flowchart of the SAGA algorithm.

mechanisms. Therefore, we combine the SA part to provide
the search advance. SA is a heuristic optimization algorithm
inspired by the physical annealing process with a temperature
mechanism to probably accept worse performance solutions.
In each iteration, the temperature starts from high temperature
Tmax and gradually cools down to low temperature Tmin.
At high temperatures, a worse-performance solution is more
likely to be accepted. While at low temperatures, a worse-
performance solution is more probable to be inclined. The
criterion of acceptance is according to the Metropolis criterion
as shown in Eq. (10) and Eq. (11), where △E = f(Anew)−
f(Ak), µ presents the cooling factor of temperature.

P =

{
1, f(Anew) < f(Ak),

e−△E/Tt , otherwise.

}
(10)

Tt =

{
f(Ak)
log5 , t = 1,

µTt−1, t > 1.

}
(11)

Detailed operation procedure of the SAGA algorithm is
shown in Fig. 5 as described in Algorithm 3.

V. SIMULATION RESULT AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we first introduce the simulation settings
employed in this paper. Then, we present the experimental re-
sults of the LMWO framework compared with two benchmark
methods. Finally, we discuss the influence of the number of
windows, daylight factor, number of RIS units, and room size
on the performance of the LMWO framework, followed by a
time complexity analysis.

A. Simulation Setting

In this simulation, the room is assumed to be located in
Sheffield the UK, with west-facing windows. The meteoro-
logical data of Sheffield is sourced from EnergyPlus Weather
(EPW) files downloaded from the website [22]. Moreover, we
consider two rectangular room size scenarios: Room 1 with
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Algorithm 3 : SAGA algorithm
1: Initialize parameters of SAGA: initial temperature Tmax,

the lowest temperature Tmin, and cooling factor µ. Ran-
domly initialize population A with K individuals.

2: Evaluate the fitness of each individual in A by interacting
with the environment.

3: while GA process unstable and step ≤ max step do
4: Perform the process of generating a new solution by

applying selection, crossover, and mutation processes
to create offspring populations O.

5: Retain E best fitness individuals from the old generation
as elites.

6: while the SA process unstable and T > Tmin do
7: Reproduce the individual with a minor deviation

based on the neighbour function and evaluate the
fitness of each individual in O by interacting with
the environment.

8: for each individual in O do
9: Decide whether to accept the new individual ac-

cording to the probability function and Metropolis
criterion as shown in Eq. (10) and Eq. (11).

10: end for
11: end while
12: Update the temperature with T = T ∗ µ.
13: end while
14: Output the best fitness individual as the final solution.

10m width and 10m length and Room 2 with 10m width and
20m length. In each scenario, the random choice (RC) method
and SAGA algorithm are employed as the baseline algorithms.
In the RC method, all variables are randomly chosen within
their respective constraints. The maximum operation steps of
SAGA and RC methods are set to 1500, which is sufficient to
achieve stable convergence. Towards the LMWO framework,
if the result does not change in five steps or reaches a
maximum of ten steps, the optimization process will stop.
Additionally, each method is conducted ten times to obtain
an averaged result to mitigate individual randomness. The
detailed parameters are shown in Table I.

Our simulations are executed using the Anaconda 3 software
environment with Python 3.12.4 on a computer with a 2
Core Intel i5-10505 3.20GHz CPU and 16 GB RAM. For the
daylight evaluation system, the Radiance 5.2.d and Daysim 4.0
software are adopted within Rhinoceros 8 SR7. Additionally,
the LLM component utilizes the Anthropic LLM via its
commercial API [43].

B. Performance of LMWO Framework

In this subsection, we present the simulation results of the
average optimization performance of the LMWO framework
versus the iteration steps compared with SAGA and RC
methods. Fig. 6 depicts the average performance of the LMWO
framework in Room 1 with two, three, and four windows,
respectively. In all three subfigures, the LMWO framework
consistently exhibits outstanding performance in the aspects of
warm start, faster convergence, and higher final performance,

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value Parameter Value Parameter Value
λ 0.01 m ω 5 dB Nt 32
Lr 20 m Wr 10 m Pt 1 W
xb 20 m yb 30 m hb 30 m
L 1.2 m W 0.9 m ht 10 m
R 0.2 m G 8 ρ 0.01 m−2

dx 0.005 m dy 0.005 m U 900
Tmax 100 Tmin 5 µ 0.98
Pm 0.3 Pc 0.9 E 2
Fw 0.6 Ff 0.4 Fc 0.7
η 5 ϕd 220◦ θd 86◦

dmin 0.9 m Tmin 0.8 Ti 5

significantly surpassing the other methods. For instance, in the
four-window scenario, the LMWO method starts from 8.5 and
reaches a stable convergence in 10 iteration steps, achieving
a final performance of 15.2. In contrast, the performance of
the SAGA method starts from 6 and then stabilizes after
600 iterations with a final performance of approximately 13.
Additionally, the RC method performs even worse, starting
from 3 and reaching a final performance of 10.3. Compared
with the SAGA method, the LMWO framework method
achieves enhancements of 41.7% and 16.9% in the start
performance and final performance, respectively with a much
faster convergence speed.

Similarly, the average optimization performance of the
LMWO framework in Room 2 is remarkable as shown in Fig.
7, which depicts the average optimization performance of our
LMWO framework versus the iteration steps. For example, in
the four-window scenario shown in Fig. 7 (c), the LMWO
framework presents notable optimization performance with a
6.55 start performance and a 7.41 final performance, which are
enhanced by 178% and 15.8% compared with the optimization
performance of the SAGA method in Room 2.

In both scenarios, the LMWO framework effectively har-
nesses the initialization capabilities of LLMs and continuously
optimizes the output with outstanding wireless network plan-
ning capacity and the architecture daylight planning capac-
ity, coupled with a rapid exploration speed. Moreover, the
results clearly illustrate a substantial optimization potential
for window design to improve the overall indoor QoE com-
pared with the UWD strategy. To our best knowledge, three
main factors contribute to the powerful optimization capacity
of the LMWO framework. Firstly, the pre-trained wireless
and architect knowledge embedded in the LLM enables the
LMWO framework with a solid initial capacity in a zero-shot
fashion. Secondly, the LMWO framework efficiently extracts
relevant information from our designed prompts, empowered
by the semantic understanding capacity of LLMs, leading
to progressively improved solutions. Finally, the human-like
continuous learning ability of the LLM leverages external
multi-modal feedback from the evaluation system to further
enhance the optimization performance.



IEEE XXX, VOL. XX, NO. XX, SEPTEMBER 2024 9

(a) (b) (c)
Fig. 6. The average optimization performance of the LMWO framework compared with benchmark methods versus iteration steps in Room 1 with (a) two
windows, (b) three windows, and (c) four windows.

(a) (b) (c)
Fig. 7. The average optimization performance of the LMWO framework compared with benchmark methods versus iteration steps in Room 2 with (a) two
windows, (b) three windows, and (c) four windows.
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Fig. 8. The reliability and the best optimization performance of the LMWO
framework versus the number of windows in Room 1.

C. The Influence of Windows Number

In this subsection, we investigate the influence of the
number of windows on the performance and the reliability
of the LMWO framework by considering two, three, and four
windows. Firstly, Fig. 8 illustrates the influence of the number
of windows on the upper bound of optimization performance,

the median value, and the reliability of the LMWO framework
in Room 1. As the number of windows increases from 2 to
4, the upper bound of optimization performance rises from
10.1 to around 20. However, the degree of variability in
optimization performance also significantly increases. This
indicates that more windows can improve the upper bound
of optimization, but its reliability is also greatly reduced. This
is because an increase in the number of windows leads to
a larger solution space and more dispersed RIS units, making
the exploration process more challenging. Consequently, while
the LMWO framework has a higher optimization ceiling,
it becomes more susceptible to local suboptimal solutions,
thereby reducing the reliability of the optimization results.

Next, a similar pattern appears in the Room 2 scenario.
Fig. 9 illustrates the influence of the number of windows on
the performance and the reliability of the LMWO framework
by considering two, three, and four windows in Room 2.
The optimization upper bound grows from 6.45 to 6.71 and
finally reaches around 7.5 as the number of windows increases
from two to four. However, the reliability also decreases in
this process. This phenomenon further demonstrates that as
the solution space becomes larger, the LMWO framework
achieves higher optimization extremes but also encounters
increased risks of falling into local suboptimal traps.
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Fig. 9. The reliability and the best optimization performance of the LMWO
framework versus the number of windows in Room 2.

D. The Influence of RIS Units Number

We investigate the influence of the number of RIS units on
the optimization performance of the LMWO framework. As
the number of RIS units increases, the number of RIS units per
window also rises. Consequently, the orientations of RISs and
the positions of windows play an increasingly critical role in
the optimization process. In other words, a higher number of
RIS units enhances the optimization tendency toward wireless
performance improvement.

Specifically, Fig. 10 demonstrates the influence of the
number of RIS units on the average optimization performance
of the LMWO framework in Room 1, considering 500, 700,
900, 1100, and 1300 units with two, three, and four windows.
In all these scenarios, the average optimization performance
exhibits a slightly increasing trend as the number of RIS
units increases. Only when the number of RIS units increases
from 1100 to 1300, a notable optimization performance is
observed with an improvement of 13%. In Room 1, increasing
the number of RIS units and enhancing wireless network
optimization has a more pronounced effect on the overall
optimization performance than the impact on daylight per-
formance. However, the slight improvement ratio indicates
that increasing the total number of RIS units to improve the
overall optimization performance is limited cost-effectiveness
for overall optimization in Room 1. Moreover, when there
are three or four windows, the performance of the LMWO
framework is very close and exceeds that of the two-window
scenario. It demonstrates that a more uniformly distributed
RIS unit setup has greater potential for wireless optimization
and is more likely to yield effective performance optimization
solutions.

An opposite trend is observed in Room 2. Fig. 11 demon-
strates the influence of the total number of RIS units on the
average performance of the LMWO framework in Room 2,
considering 500, 700, 900, 1100, and 1300 units with two,
three, and four windows. Overall, the average optimization
performance of the LMWO framework decreases with the
increase in the number of RIS units. The performance in the
two-window scenario is close to, but slightly higher than that
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Fig. 10. The average performance improvement achieved by the LMWO
framework versus the total units of RISs in Room 1.
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Fig. 11. The average performance improvement achieved by the LMWO
framework versus the total units of RISs in Room 2.

in the three-window scenario, which is in turn lower than
the performance in the four-window scenario. It demonstrates
that as the number of RIS units and the wireless optimization
tendency increase, the improvement of wireless performance
remains less significant compared to its impact on daylight
performance. In addition, a notable phenomenon is that with
four windows, the optimization performance of the LMWO
framework dramatically increases from 6.78 to more than 7.6
when the number of RIS units increases from 500 to 700. This
demonstrates that, with four windows, a more dispersed RIS
configuration can yield wireless performance improvements
that surpass the impact on daylight performance.

To explain these results, we summarize that the number
of windows and the window deployment range create a joint
effect on the influence of the number of RIS units on the
performance of the LMWO framework. Specifically, the num-
ber of windows determines the dispersion degree of RIS units
and the deployment range of windows affects the flexibility
degrees of both windows and RIS units’ deployment. With
more windows and a larger window deployment range, an
increase in the number of RIS units and a higher tendency
for wireless optimization result in greater improvements in
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Fig. 12. The ratio between the daylight performance improvement and
wireless performance improvement achieved by the LMWO framework versus
the daylight factor in Room 1.

wireless performance compared to their impact on daylight
performance. In contrast, with fewer windows and smaller
deployment ranges, more RIS units and higher wireless opti-
mization tendency not only fail to enhance overall performance
but may also lead to a decline.

E. The Influence of Daylight Factor

Furthermore, we investigate the influence of the daylight
factor η on the daylight optimization tendency of the LMWO
framework, quantified by the ratio of daylight performance im-
provement ϕxd to wireless performance improvement ϕxw. The
daylight factor varies from zero to eleven in increments of two.
Specifically, Fig. 12 demonstrates the influence of the daylight
factor on the daylight optimization tendency when there are
two, three, and four windows in Room 1. We notice that as the
daylight factor η increases, the daylight optimization tendency
significantly increases across all scenarios. When there are two
windows, the daylight optimization tendency remains around
0.1 from daylight factors 0 to 3, followed by a dramatic
increase from daylight factor 3 to 11. Moreover, with three and
four windows, the daylight optimization tendency gradually
increases from 0.05 to 0.1 as the daylight factor increases. This
demonstrates that the LMWO method effectively considers
the daylight factor, exhibiting a clear daylight optimization
tendency and semantic understanding capacity. Moreover, the
LMWO framework is more sensitive to the daylight factor
when there are fewer windows. This is because fewer win-
dows offer more flexibility in adjusting their positions on the
wall, enabling the LMWO framework to more easily identify
optimal solutions for enhancing daylight performance.

Similar phenomena are observed in Room 2. Fig. 13 demon-
strates the influence of the daylight factor on the daylight
optimization tendency in Room 2, considering scenarios with
two, three, and four windows. We observe that in scenarios
with two and three windows, the daylight optimization ten-
dency remains steady initially but increases rapidly from the
daylight factor 3. In contrast, in the four-window scenario,
the daylight optimization tendency increases gradually from
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Fig. 13. The ratio between the daylight performance improvement and
wireless performance improvement achieved by the LMWO framework versus
the daylight factor in Room 2.

TABLE II
AVERAGE OPERATION TIME COSTS

Scenarios Methods N = 2 N = 3 N = 4

Room 1
LMWO 33.3 s 36.7 s 41.2 s
SAGA 2136.17 s 2421.76 s 2962.42 s

RC 2131.49 s 2416.47 s 2956.49 s

Room 2
LMWO 24.2 s 26.0 s 27.5 s
SAGA 621.48 s 931.72 s 997.25 s

RC 616.46 s 926.49 s 991.44 s

0.28 to around 0.5 as the daylight factor increases from 0
to 11. This trend demonstrates that the LMWO framework
effectively incorporates the daylight factor, demonstrating both
an understanding capacity and a stronger daylight optimization
tendency. Moreover, a comparison between Figs. 12 and 13
reveals that smaller rooms offer greater flexibility regarding
the daylight factor. This is because, with the same number
of windows, smaller rooms allow the LMWO framework and
LLMs to more easily propose solutions that enhance daylight
performance and focus more on daylight-related improve-
ments.

F. Time Complexity

Eventually, we examine the time complexity of each method
including the iterative environmental interaction process across
scenarios as shown in Table II. Although the LMWO frame-
work incurs a relatively higher online time cost compared to
the RC and SAGA methods due to the internet speed and the
sequence generation speed of LLMs, its superior reasoning ef-
ficiency still provides significant time advantages. Fig. 14 and
Fig. 15 depict the time complexity of optimization methods
including the online operation process and interaction process
with environments in Room 1 and Room 2, respectively.
Comparing these two figures, we observe that time complexity
increases as the number of windows and the room size
increase. In both scenarios, the LMWO framework exhibits
huge advances over the other methods. This is because the
LMWO framework only requires fewer than ten iterations to
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Fig. 14. The time complexity of optimization methods including environ-
mental interaction process in Room 1.
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Fig. 15. The time complexity of optimization methods including environ-
mental interaction process in Room 2.

achieve satisfactory stable results benefiting from its pre-train
knowledge and fast learning capacity from feedback, instead
of hundreds of iterations in the SAGA and RC methods.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper has addressed a joint optimization of indoor
wireless and daylight performance in RIS-aided O2I scenar-
ios. We have highlighted the significance of the window-
deployment strategy of T-RIS and formulated an optimization
problem that simultaneously considers the wireless and day-
light performance. Moreover, a novel optimization framework
named LMWO has been proposed to tackle this problem based
on the multi-modal LLM technology using prompt engineering
technology. Our numerical results have revealed that our
proposed LMWO framework significantly improves the overall
performance of both wireless and daylight, illustrating the
critical role of window placement compared to the uniform
distribution strategy. Furthermore, the LMWO framework has
shown substantial optimization performance in warm start,
exploration speed, and final performance, compared with the
SAGA heuristic optimization algorithm. In addition, we have

analyzed the impact of the number of windows, number of RIS
units, room size, and daylight factor on the performance of the
LMWO framework showcasing its advanced optimization ca-
pabilities and the strong generalization ability of our proposed
framework. These findings have underscored the significance
of window positioning and the potential of LLMs as optimizers
in RIS-aided O2I wireless communications scenarios.
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