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Abstract—By integrating feedback with Radio Frequency (RF)
mirrors, we develop a closed-loop media-based modulation sys-
tem for efficient utilization of the signal space. Specifically, this
closed-loop construction optimizes the inherited signal constella-
tion from the media, achieving a significantly larger minimum
pairwise Euclidean distance than the original configuration. The
initial signal constellation, derived from the media, is used to
compute a set of complex weights for all activation patterns of
the RF mirrors. These complex weights are then fed back to
the transmitter to refine the transmit signal before it reaches
the mirrors. This feedback mechanism ensures that the received,
shaped signal constellation retains improved properties, enabling
more reliable transmission. Notably, the closed-loop approach en-
ables the media-based modulation to approach the performance
of an AWGN channel, while the channel from each mirror to the
single-antenna receiver is modeled as Rayleigh fading.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent innovations in wireless communication have under-
scored the promise of media-based approaches for enhancing
signal quality and transmission efficiency. In particular, the
incorporation of Radio Frequency (RF) mirrors—akin to intel-
ligent surfaces and reconfigurable metasurfaces—has emerged
as a promising method for improving the reliability and
efficiency of wireless links. These mirrors can be strategically
positioned to shape and modify the transmitted signal, enabling
a favorable signal construction. Following this direction, RF
mirrors positioned near or around transmit antennas have led to
the development of Media-Based Modulation (MBM) [3]–[6].
Through careful configuration of the RF mirrors, transmitted
signals are effectively tuned and enhanced prior to reaching
their destination, significantly improving performance.

This paper considers MBM with multi-state RF mirrors
mounted near a transmit antenna, as opposed to that in
[7] which was confined to the two-state configuration. It is
further assumed that the receiver is equipped with a single
antenna. We present several new findings. First, we provide
an upper bound on the minimum pairwise Euclidean distance
of the MBM signal constellation with an arbitrary number
of states for single-input and single-output Rayleigh fading
links. This bound demonstrates that the average minimum
distance decays exponentially with the spectral efficiency
of the MBM constellation (i.e., bits per signal point). By
comparing this bound with that of the conventional source-
based M-QAM modulation, we conclude that there is a loss
compared to conventional transmission. The power loss in
symbol error rate is estimated to vary from 1 to 2 dB for
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Fig. 1: Baseline MBM transmitter with RF mirror controller.

different spectral efficiencies. Simulation results corroborate
these estimates. As a remedy, to improve MBM transmission,
we consider closed-loop MBM in which feedback is used to
shape the signal constellations. A numerical algorithm based
on a stochastic perturbation method is proposed to construct
closed-loop signal constellations with a significantly enhanced
minimum distance profile. The simulation results demonstrate
that closed-loop MBM significantly outperforms open-loop
MBM and approaches the performance of an AWGN channel.
This work not only advances our understanding of MBM but
also offers valuable insights for designing future 6G networks,
where enhanced signal reliability and efficiency are crucial.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II outlines the baseline open-loop MBM scheme. Sec-
tion III discusses some properties of open-loop MBM, such
as the minimum distance of MBM signal constellations. Sec-
tion IV presents the closed-loop MBM approach. Section V
describes a numerical algorithm to optimize the closed-loop
MBM. Subsection V-A provides representative examples of
optimized MBM signal constellations. Section VI presents
simulation results. Finally, Section VII concludes the paper.

II. BASELINE: OPEN-LOOP MBM

Fig. 1 shows a block diagram of the transmitter of the open-
loop MBM. A single antenna, connected to an RF chain, emits
a radio wave at a given frequency. The transmit antenna is
surrounded by a set of RF mirrors. The emitted signal will
“pass” through the mirrors before departing toward its desti-
nation. In this figure, nine square-shaped mirrors are shown
mounted in front of the transmit antenna. The information bits
are passed to a mirror controller, which generates a signal
based on the combination of input bits to activate a mirror
pattern corresponding to the given information bits.

In [5], an MBM prototype is reported in which each pair
of adjacent patches can be connected or disconnected using a
PIN (Positive-Intrinsic-Negative) diode, i.e. RF switch. An RF
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mirror will be transparent to the incident wave if its diodes
are open, or will reflect the incident wave if its diodes are
shorted. Thus, the incoming combination of bits is mapped
to the activation patterns of the RF mirrors. Consequently,
activation patterns, each representing a distinct transmit state,
are formed by combining switched-on and off PIN diodes.

The transmitter can therefore create a set of channel states
denoted as {s1, s2, . . . , s2k}. For each state, the transmitter
creates a channel realization that is mapped to one of 2k binary
information strings of length k. That is, for each configured
state, the channel realization will change. Let the channel for
state si be the complex number denoted as hi. Therefore, the
signal constellation points of the MBM are given by the set

S :=
{
h1, h2, . . . , h2k

}
. (1)

Trial measurements, such as those reported in [5], indicate
that the elements of the signal points in S can be modeled
by an i.i.d. Rayleigh fading distribution. This assumption is
also considered in [6]. We therefore assume throughout that
hi ∼ CN (0, 1), i.e., zero-mean unit variance complex Gaus-
sian random variables. Nevertheless, the developed solution is
not limited to this distribution of the channel states.

III. MINIMUM DISTANCE PROPERTIES
OF OPEN-LOOP MBM

The minimum pairwise Euclidean distance among the con-
stellation signal points is an important feature of signal con-
stellations in general. In this section, we discuss the mini-
mum distance properties of open-loop MBM constellations. In
particular, we show how the minimum distance of the MBM
constellations scales as the constellations become denser. We
analytically demonstrate that the minimum distance of the
open-loop MBM constellation decreases at least exponentially
with its spectral efficiency.

Let for state i, the channel coefficient be hi := xi+
√
−1yi,

where xi and yi are mutually independent zero-mean complex
variables with variance half. Therefore, for two arbitrary
points in an MBM constellation, the difference between the
constellation points is given by

∆i,j = hi − hj

= (xi − xj) +
√
−1(yi − yj)

=: aij +
√
−1bij , (2)

where aij and bij are independent zero-mean Gaussian vari-
ables with variance one since xi, xj , yi, and yj are mutually
independent with zero mean and variance half. Thus, we have

∆i,j ∼ CN (0, 2). (3)

Therefore, the corresponding distance di,j := |∆i,j | is
Rayleigh distributed with mean

√
0.5π ≈ 1.25. The pdf of

di,j is hence given by

fdi,j
(d) = de−

d2

2 . (4)

That is, an MBM signal constellation with small d is likely if
the constellation is drawn randomly.

This situation becomes even more severe if we consider
higher-order MBM. To illustrate this, consider a transmitter
with 2k states. That is, there are 2k signal points such that each
signal point carries k bits. Therefore, the spectral efficiency
of the constellation is k bits per signal point. The following
proposition sheds some light on this aspect.

Proposition 1. For the open-loop M-MBM configured with
M = 2k, the average minimum pairwise distance of the signal
constellation is bounded as

E[dmin] ≤
√
π2−

k
2 . (5)

Proof. The minimum pairwise distance for a given 2k-MBM
constellation can be bounded as

dmin = min
{
dm,n | m ̸= n, 1 ≤ m ≤ 2k, 1 ≤ n ≤ 2k

}
≤ min

{
d2i−1,2i | 1 ≤ i ≤ 2k−1

}
=: do, (6)

where dm,n := |hm−hn| and the inequality follows since we
only select a subset of total minimum distances. The reason
for this is to create statistically independent minimum pairwise
distances to be able to derive analytical expressions.

We next compute the cumulative distribution function of do
by considering the following series of equalities

Fdo
(d) = Pr(do ≤ d)

= 1− Pr(do > d)

= 1− Pr
(
min{d12, d34, . . . , d2k−1,2k} > d

)
(a)
= 1− Pr

(
d12 > d, d34 > d, . . . , d2k−1,2k > d

)
= 1−

[
Pr(d12 > d) . . . Pr(d2k−1,2k > d)

]
(b)
= 1−

(
e−

d2

2

)
. . .

(
e−

d2

2

)
= 1− e−2k−2d2

, (7)

where (a) holds since {d12, d34, . . . , d2k−1,2k} are mutually
independent and (b) follows by using (4). Thus the pdf of do
is given by

fdo
(d) =

∂Fdo

∂d
= 2k−1de−2k−2d2

. (8)

Therefore, do is also Rayleigh distributed and we can then
obtain the mean value as

E[do] =

∫ ∞

0

tfdo
(t) dt

=

∫ ∞

0

2k−1t2e−2k−2t2 dt =
√
π2−

k
2 , (9)

where the last equality can be obtained by recalling the integral
equality of [8]∫ ∞

0

xne−ax2

dx =
(2m− 1)!!

2m+1am

√
π

a
, (10)

which holds for n = 2m and a > 0, where !! denotes the
double factorial. This completes the proof.

The result of the above proposition indicates that the average
minimum pairwise distance diminishes exponentially with
increasing spectral efficiency of the signal constellation.



We can now compare the above result with that of M-
QAM. The minimum distance for the received M-QAM signal
constellation with unit average symbol energy over Rayleigh
fading channels is given by

d(M-QAM)
min = E[|hi|]

√
6

M − 1
=

1

2

√
6π

2k − 1
, (11)

where we used the scaled minimum distance of the conven-
tional M-QAM in [2].

For instance, for 4-MBM, the average minimum distance of
the signal constellation is observed to be at most d(4-MBM)

min ≤
E[do] = 0.5

√
π ≈ 0.8862. In contrast, for the 4-QAM, the

minimum distance is given by d(4-QAM)
min =

√
0.5π ≈ 1.2533.

In general, for all k ∈ N, we can write

η :=
d(M-MBM)
min

d(M-QAM)
min

≤ 2−
k
2
√
π

√
π
2

√
6

2k−1

=

√
2

3

(
1− 1

2k

)1/2

< 1, (12)

which is strictly less than one. For k ≫ 1, we have

η ⪅

√
2

3
≈ 0.8165. (13)

Thus, the minimum distance of the MBM constellation is
less than that of the corresponding M-QAM constellation,
particularly for large k. In conclusion, while the open-loop
MBM provides flexibility and (potentially) higher spectral
efficiency, it comes with a trade-off in minimum distance
compared to conventional M-QAM constellations.

IV. CLOSED-LOOP MBM

In the previous section, we outlined that the baseline open-
loop MBM creates signal constellations with small minimum
distances. To address this fundamental issue, we consider a
closed-loop MBM, where feedback is used to modify the
signal before it reaches the RF mirrors. Fig. 2 depicts the
closed-loop MBM transmitter. The transmitter employs com-
plex weights to modify the transmitted signal.

For each channel state from the set {s1, s2, . . . , s2k}, the
transmitter generates a corresponding set of complex weights
given by {w1, w2, . . . , w2k}. Thus, the set of closed-loop
signal constellation points becomes

S(cl) :=
{
w1h1, w2h2, . . . , w2kh2k

}
. (14)

The weights are subject to power constraints. For a unit-power
waveform just before weight multiplication, the total transmit
power is given by

|w1|2 p(s = s1) + · · ·+ |w2k |
2
p(s = s2k). (15)

Assuming that the input information bits are i.i.d., this creates
i.i.d. state changes at the transmitter, such as turning on or off
the PIN diodes of the RF mirrors. That is,

p(s = si) = 2−k for i = 1, 2, . . . , 2k. (16)

Since each state is active only once per channel use, the total
transmit power for all 2k states must satisfy the constraint

|w1|2 + · · ·+ |w2k |
2 ≤ 2k. (17)

Mirror
Controller

RF Chain

Information Bits

Mirror-Dependent
Weights

Feedback

on/off pattern

Fig. 2: Closed-loop MBM transmitter with feedback circuitry.

The power constraint in (17) for the optimal choice should
be satisfied by equality. To see this, consider a case where the
weights are chosen such that

|w1|2 + · · ·+ |w2k |
2
< 2k. (18)

We can then find α > 1 such that the new weights satisfy

|w1|2 + · · ·+ |w2k |
2
= 2k, (19)

where wi = αwi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2k. The minimum distance of
the new constellation is then given by

dij = |wihi − wjhj | = α |wihi − wjhj |
> |wihi − wjhj | = dij . (20)

Thus, the new constellation has better distance properties since
the distance between all pairs is increased.

Therefore, the closed-loop 2k-MBM optimization problem
can be formulated as

max min
1≤i ̸=j≤2k

|wihi − wjhj | (21)

s.t.
∑2k

i=1
|wi|2 = 2k. (22)

In the next section, we will discuss a method for solving
the formulated MBM optimization problem.

V. WEIGHT OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHM

Fig. 3 illustrates a flowchart of an algorithm designed to
compute the complex weights. This algorithm uses an iterative
stochastic perturbation method based on a given design metric.
It starts with the initial signal space formed by the set
S := {h1, h2, . . . , h2k} as its input and produces a set of
complex weights {w1, w2, . . . , w2k} as its output, subject to a
power constraint. The design metric can include the minimum
pairwise distance (e.g., Euclidean distance or any other related
distance measure).

To illustrate, consider the minimum pairwise Euclidean
distance as the objective function. The algorithm begins with
unit weights w

(0)
i = 1 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , 2k (i.e. baseline

open-loop configuration) and computes the objective function

d0 = min
i̸=j

∣∣∣w(0)
i hi − w

(0)
j hj

∣∣∣ . (23)

Subsequently, the weights are iteratively and stochastically
perturbed according to

w
(l)
i = αl

(
w

(l−1)
i +∆

(l)
i

)
, for l = 1, 2, . . . (24)
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Fig. 3: Stochastic algorithm for computing optimized weights.

where ∆
(l)
i denotes the stochastic perturbation variable, se-

lected according to a given random distribution, and αl is the
power normalization factor. At stage l, the perturbation ∆

(l)
i is

applied to the ith weight found in the previous stage w
(l−1)
i ,

and the objective function is recomputed:

dl = min
i ̸=j

∣∣∣w(l)
i hi − w

(l)
j hj

∣∣∣ . (25)

One distribution we use involves first uniformly selecting an
index from the integer set {1, 2, . . . , 2k}, and then applying a
uniform circular distribution to choose the perturbation value
∆

(l+1)
i . The support of the uniform distribution may decrease

over time, resulting in smaller perturbation values as the
algorithm progresses. For unselected indices, no perturbation
is applied. The perturbation is accepted if it results in a
constellation with a larger minimum distance (i.e., dl > dl−1).
Otherwise, a new random perturbation is chosen until the
design metric is improved. This process continues until there
is no significant change in the metric or the maximum number
of trials has been reached.

Once the complex weights wi for i = 1, 2, . . . , 2k are deter-
mined, these weights (or a signal indicating these weights) are

Fig. 4: Examples of 16-MBM signal point constellations show-
ing both open-loop design and the corresponding optimized
closed-loop after the configuration of the optimized weights.

fed back to the transmitter. The transmitter uses these weights
to configure its signal. Consequently, the new signal constel-
lation points observed by the receiver are represented by the
set {w(opt)

i hi}2
k

i=1, where W(opt) := {w(opt)
1 , w(opt)

2 , . . . , w(opt)
2k

} is the
set of optimized complex weights used at the transmitter.

A. Exemplary Optimized MBM Constellations

Fig. 4 shows the two-dimensional plot of three examples of
16-MBM signal constellations (i.e., RF mirrors with k = 4
PIN diodes, creating M = 16 states). The open-loop con-
stellations are generated as described in prior work [6] under
Rayleigh fading, where the states are activated independently
and identically at the transmitter. The top subplots, depicted
in blue, show the open-loop signal constellations, while the
lower subplots, depicted in red, illustrate the closed-loop signal
constellations with optimized weights.

The open-loop constellations are characterized by low min-
imum pairwise distances and irregular shapes, leading to
inefficient use of the signal space. In contrast, the closed-
loop constellations with optimized weights achieve a much
larger minimum pairwise distance by adopting shapes similar
to hexagonal grids, which offer optimal packing of the signal
points. Thus, the algorithm’s ability to enhance constellation
regularity from any starting random open-loop state effectively
diminishes fading effects, leading to closed-loop MBM perfor-
mance that closely resembles ideal AWGN conditions. This
results in a significant performance improvement.

VI. PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

In this section, we discuss the performance of both uncoded
and coded MBM transmission schemes for open- and closed-
loop configurations and benchmark them against M-QAM
performance under Rayleigh fading and AWGN channels.

Fig. 5 shows the Symbol Error Rate (SER) for 4-MBM and
QPSK schemes. It is observed that the open-loop performs
worse than QPSK over Rayleigh fading channels. This power
loss, predicted in Section III, is numerically observed to
be about 2 dB. In contrast, the closed-loop with optimized
weights performs significantly better than that of the open-
loop counterpart, with the gain amounting to several dBs.
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This notable improvement of the closed-loop 4-MBM over
the open-loop can be attributed to the enhanced minimum
distance of the signal constellation. Fig. 6 plots the scaled
probability density functions (pdfs) of the minimum distance
of the constellation for both cases. It is evident that the
distribution of dmin for the closed-loop is shifted to the right,
resulting in a much better minimum distance profile.

Fig. 7 illustrates the SER for 16-QAM and both open-loop
and closed-loop 16-MBM schemes. The figure shows that the
performance degradation of the open-loop system is mitigated
in higher-order MBM, as anticipated in Section III, with a
reduction to less than 1 dB for 16-MBM. In stark contrast,
the closed-loop solution indicates a substantial performance
improvement over its open-loop counterpart, with its perfor-
mance approaching that of 16-QAM in an AWGN channel.

Fig. 8 depicts the Bit Error Rate (BER) of 16-MBM and
16-QAM over AWGN, where the information bits are rate-half
LDPC-coded prior to modulation. For MBM, an optimized
symbol-to-bit mapping is used to ensure that the closest points
have the minimum Hamming distance. The same stochastic
algorithm used in Fig. 3 is applied, with the metric changed to
Hamming distance and the perturbation implemented through
uniform random bit flipping. It is observed that the closed-
loop MBM outperforms the open-loop system, achieving per-
formance close to that of AWGN. This improvement is due
to the enhanced minimum distance profile achieved through
constellation shaping in the closed-loop MBM.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a feedback-driven scheme using RF mirrors,
where the MBM signal constellation is carefully optimized for
desirable features, such as a larger minimum pairwise distance
within the signal space. We employed a simple numerical
algorithm based on stochastic perturbation and demonstrated
a significant improvement in performance. Future work may
include extending the proposed design with machine learning
techniques to potentially enhance and generalize the results.
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