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Abstract—Pinching-antenna systems (PASSs) are a recent
flexible-antenna technology that is realized by attaching simple
components, referred to as pinching elements, to dielectric waveg-
uides. This work explores the potential of deploying PASS for
uplink and downlink transmission in multiuser MIMO settings.
For downlink PASS-aided communication, we formulate the opti-
mal hybrid beamforming, in which the digital precoding matrix
at the access point and the location of pinching elements on
the waveguides are jointly optimized to maximize the achievable
weighted sum-rate. Invoking fractional programming and Gauss-
Seidel approach, we propose two low-complexity algorithms to
iteratively update the precoding matrix and activated locations
of the pinching elements. We further study uplink transmission
aided by a PASS, where an iterative scheme is designed to address
the underlying hybrid multiuser detection problem. We validate
the proposed schemes through extensive numerical experiments.
The results demonstrate that using a PASS, the throughput in
both uplink and downlink is boosted significantly as compared
with baseline MIMO architectures, such as massive MIMO and
classical hybrid analog-digital designs. This highlights the great
potential of PASSs, making it a promising reconfigurable antenna
technology for next-generation wireless systems.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable antennas, downlink beamform-
ing, multiuser detection, weighted sum-rate maximization.

I. INTRODUCTION

S
HANNON’S coding theorem characterizes the maximum

data rate achievable for a given transmission model, i.e.,

for a given channel [1]. In the context of wireless communica-

tions, the transmission model is traditionally considered to be

specified by environmental factors such as path loss, diffrac-

tion, and scattering that are beyond human control and ma-

nipulation. This assumption has shaped the evolution of con-

ventional wireless multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) de-

signs, including fully digital and hybrid analog-digital MIMO

systems, where the primary focus has been on optimizing

transceiver architectures to maximize throughput [2], [3].

As wireless systems move to higher frequency band, such as

millimeter or terahertz waves, the impact of severe path loss

becomes more pronounced [4], [5]. The high attenuation at

these frequencies imposes significant challenges in maintain-

ing reliable links over moderate to long distances. The deploy-

ment of massive MIMO has emerged as an effective solution

in this respect, as large arrays can form highly directional
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beams that compensate for the detrimental effects of path-

loss. This empirical observation, combined with theoretical

advances such as channel hardening [6], [7], has challenged

this conventional assumption that the data transmission model

in wireless systems is inherently uncontrollable, suggesting a

paradigm shift toward emerging technologies that can actively

reconfigure the channel [8].

Although channel reconfiguration has recently gained in-

creased attention, it has been an active research area for a

considerable time [9]–[12]. Primary studies considered basic

approach such as antenna selection, in which the channel

is modified by dynamically choosing a subset of available

antennas [13]–[15]. Inspired by this idea, several lines of work

suggest reconfigurable transceiver architectures which can

modify the communication link between the transmitter and

receiver [12]. The results of these early studies demonstrate the

potential benefits of spatial adaptability in wireless systems.

Recent advancements in channel reconfiguration have led to

the development of more sophisticated technologies, such as

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (IRSs) [16], fluid antennas

[17], and movable antenna systems [18]. In this work, we in-

vestigate a recently-proposed reconfigurable technology called

pinching-antenna systems (PASSs) to understand its potentials

for efficient channel modification in wireless systems.

A. Reconfigurable Antenna Technologies

Advances in antenna technology have led to several break-

throughs in the design of intelligent components for dynamic

environment reconfiguration [19]–[22]. IRS technology is an

example, which can apply controllable phase-shifts to the in-

cident electromagnetic waves [8], [23]. Through these tunable

phase-shifts, IRSs can reconfigure the end-to-end effective

channel. An IRS can be seen as a component that realizes

programmable propagation environments. By properly placing

IRSs in a network, various favorable propagation properties,

such as bypassing obstruction, improving coverage, channel

hardening, and reducing multi-user interference can be realized

in a real-time and cost-efficient manner [19], [24]–[26].

Fluid antennas represent another technology that provides a

means for intelligent reconfiguration of the wireless medium

[17], [27]–[30]. Fluid antennas deploy conductive liquids,

such as mercury or galinstan, encapsulated within a dielectric

holder to form an adaptive illumination. By controlling the

displacement, shape, and volume of the liquid conductor, fluid

antennas can adjust their electrical and radiation properties in

real time. This flexibility enables dynamic beam-steering and

enhanced spatial diversity, making fluid antennas advantageous

for compact devices with limited physical space [17]. Despite

this, these components face challenges with respect to scal-
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ability, due to physical limitation in the implementation and

control of liquid-based illuminating elements on large scales

[31]. To address this issue, the movable antenna technology

has been introduced, which realizes the reconfigurable prop-

erties of fluid antennas by mechanical means [18].

In movable antennas, the location of the antenna elements

can be dynamically tuned within a designated region of the

transceiver array. Through this tuning, these antenna arrays

can reconfigure the propagation environment [18], [32]. Unlike

fluid antennas, the movement is controlled mechanically in

this technology, enabling it to be scaled more efficiently [33].

From an abstract viewpoint, the movement of antennas in these

arrays can be seen as antenna selection with a large virtual

array of passive antennas, whose elements are located at the

possible positions on moving antennas [34], [35]. The large

array in this case is however realized implicitly via mechanical

displacements. This allows for efficient implementation by

bypassing the significant loss introduced by switching in the

direct implementation of antenna selection [36].

B. Pinching-Antenna Systems

Despite the gains reported for the above-mentioned recon-

figurable technologies, the integration of these technologies

remains challenging due to the need for real-time control,

high implementation cost and complexity, and limited ability

to address large-scale path loss. To address these challenges,

several lines of research have focused on developing alterna-

tive efficient reconfigurable technologies for wireless systems.

PASS is one of the most recent advancements in this direction

proposed in [37], [38]. This proposal is motivated by the

demonstration given by Fukuda et al. in DOCOMO 2022 [39],

which showcases that a array beam pattern can be constructed

by attaching low-cost dielectric materials (referred to as pinch-

ing elements, such as plastic clothespins, at arbitrary points

along a dielectric waveguide. Inspired by this demonstration,

PASS technology suggests to realize large-scale reconfigurable

arrays via long dielectric waveguides, in which the propagation

pattern is tuned by the location of the pinching elements.

PASSs offer flexibility in establishing or strengthening line-

of-sight (LoS) links by adding or removing pinches to waveg-

uides [37]. Unlike the earlier proposals for reconfigurable

arrays, this modification can be easily implemented via signif-

icantly low-cost pinching elements. This has attracted several

lines of recent research in the literature. The ergodic rate

achieved by a PASS is analyzed [37] using stochastic geometry

tools. The array-gain achieved by a PASS is examined in [40].

Low-complexity algorithms for optimizing the locations of

pinching elements along a single waveguide are proposed in

[41]–[43]. These studies collectively highlight the superiority

of PASSs over conventional fixed-location antenna systems in

enhancing communication performance.

C. Contributions

The initial study in [37] has investigated the potential of

PASSs for MIMO communication, considering basic multi-

user scenarios. The scope of this study is further extended in

recent lines of work, such as [41], [43]. Motivated by these,

this work aims to study the potential of PASSs for multiuser

MIMO communication; a gap that has not been explored

in the literature. In this respect, we study the problem of

multiuser detection and beamforming in the uplink and down-

link of a multiuser MIMO system whose access point (AP)

employs a PASS-aided transceiver technology. The main lines

of contribution in this study are as follows: (i) we consider

a generic multi-antenna PASS, in which the AP is equipped

with an array of waveguides each being equipped with multiple

reconfigurable pinching elements. For this setting, we formu-

late the uplink and downlink transmission and characterize

the effective vector multiple access and broadcast channels

between the PASS-aided AP and users. (ii) Using the analytic

characterization of the uplink and downlink channels, we

develop hybrid multi-user detection and beamforming designs,

in which the location of the pinching elements on the waveg-

uides and the digital units are designed jointly, such that the

weighted achievable sum-rate is maximized. (iii) Invoking

fractional programming (FP), block coordinate descent (BCD)

algorithm, and Gauss-Seidel approach, we develop several

iterative algorithms for multi-user detection task in uplink and

the beamforming task in downlink. The proposed algorithms

simultaneously optimize the digital units, i.e., precoding ma-

trix and linear receiver, at the AP and adjust the locations of

the pinching elements. (iv) We investigate the efficiency of

the proposed designs in both uplink and downlink scenarios

through extensive numerical experiments, where we compare

different variation of our proposed PASS-aided transmission

with baseline MIMO schemes; namely, conventional MIMO,

massive MIMO and hybrid analog-digital architectures. Nu-

merical results demonstrate that the proposed PASS-aided

transceiver can achieve significantly higher throughput, as

compared with conventional fixed-location antenna systems.

This highlights great potentials of this technology to address

the targets considered for next generations of wireless systems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sec-

tion II formulates the problem and characterizes the uplink

and downlink channels in a PASS. Hybrid beamforming is

studied in Section III, and iterative algorithms are developed

in Section IV. Section V develops algorithmic approaches

for multiuser detection. Numerical results are presented in

Section VI. Finally, the paper is concluded in Section VII.

Notation Vectors, and matrices are shown by bold lower-

case and bold upper-case letters, respectively. The transpose,

conjugate and conjugate-transpose of H are denoted by HT,

H∗ and HH, respectively. The N×N identity matrix is shown

by IN , and R and C denote the real axis and complex plane,

respectively. For set {1, . . . , N}, we use shortened notation

[N ]. We denote expectation by E {.} , and CN
(

η, σ2
)

is the

complex Gaussian distribution with mean η and variance σ2.

When the summation range is clear from the context, we omit

it and denote only the index, e.g.,
∑

k.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider M dielectric waveguides, each equipped with N
pinching elements that can freely move across the waveguide.1

The elements on each waveguide act as an isotropic illuminator

1In practice, each element can be realized via multiple elements, each
covering one part of the waveguide.
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Pinching Antenna

Access 

Point

Fig. 1: Schematic of MIMO-PASS setting: each waveguide is pinched
with multiple elements.

whose signals are the phase-shifted version of the signal fed to

the waveguide. We assume that waveguides are extended over

the x-axis at the altitude a in an array formed on the y-axis

with each two waveguides being distanced d. The location of

the pinching element n on the waveguide m ∈ [M ] in the

Cartesian coordinate is given by vm,n = [ℓm,n, (m − 1)d, a],
where 0 ≤ ℓm,n ≤ Lm is the position of the element on the

waveguide m with length Lm, assuming that the signal is fed

to the wave guide at ℓm,0 = 0; see Fig. 1. Note that ℓm,n for

m ∈ [M ] and n ∈ [N ] are the design parameters that we tune

to optimize the system throughput.

The radiating waveguides are fed by an AP that aims to

serve K single-antenna users. The users are distributed within

a known two-dimensional area, e.g., a rectangular region. We

denote the location of user k by uk = [xk, yk, 0], assuming

that the users are located in the xy-plane.

A. Characterizing Downlink Channel

We start with downlink transmission, in which each waveg-

uide transmits a separate signal to the users. Let zm denote

the signal fed to waveguide m. The pinching elements on this

waveguide radiate phase-shifted versions of zm. The radiated

signal from the pinching elements can hence be represented

as tm = zmem, where the radiation vector em∈ CN reads as

em = [pm,1 exp {−jθm,1} , . . . , pm,N exp {−jθm,N}]T (1)

with pm,n and θm,n being the attenuation factor and phase-

shift at pinching element n on waveguide m. Note that θm,n is

determined by the location of the element n. Recalling that the

signal on the waveguide m is fed at ℓm,0 = 0, and denoting

the carrier frequency with f , we can write θm,n = κirefℓm,n,

where κ = 2π/λ is the wave number with λ = c/f denoting

the wavelength and c being the speed of light. The coefficient

iref is further the refractive index of the waveguides.

By neglecting the minor propagation loss in the dielectric,

each waveguide m can be modeled as a passive power dis-

tribution component whose radiated power does not exceed

or drop from the one fed to it by zm. This means that we

have
∑

n |pm,n|2 = 1. Neglecting the propagation loss further

implies that the power radiated from each element is the same.

We can hence conclude that in this case pm,n =
√

1/N for

all n ∈ [N ]. The radiation vector em is hence simplified as

em =
1√
N

[exp {−jθm,1} , . . . , exp {−jθm,N}]T . (2)

We consider classical indoor scenarios. It is hence practical

to assume that users are in the LoS of the waveguides, and

that the signals received from the non-LoS paths are negligible

in amplitude and separable in delay, as compared with those

received over the LoS. Let yk denote the signal received by

user k. Considering LoS channels, we can write yk as

yk =
∑

m

hT

k,mtm + εk (3)

where εk ∈ C is complex-valued additive white Gaussian

noise with mean zero and variance σ2, i.e., εk ∼ CN
(

0, σ2
)

,

and hk,m ∈ CN denotes the vector of channel coefficients

from pinching elements on waveguide m to user k. The entry

n of the channel vector hk,m can be explicitly expressed in

terms of the location of the user and the pinching element as

hk,m,n = ξαk

exp {−jκDk,m (ℓm,n)}
Dk,m (ℓm,n)

(4)

where ξ = λ/4π is the coefficient proportional to the effective

surface of the pinching elements,2 Dk,m (ℓ) is a function

computing the distance between the location ℓ on the m-th

waveguide and user k, i.e.,

D2
k,m (ℓ) = (ℓ − xk)

2 + (md− d− yk)
2 + a2, (5)

and αk captures the shadowing experienced by user k.

Remark 1: We assume that shadowing is invariant in n. In

limited areas, e.g., moderate-size indoor environments, this is a

practical approximation [37]. Nevertheless, in a setting where

shadowing varies from an element to another, the shadowing

coefficients depend on both m and n, i.e., αk,m,n.

The end-to-end channel between the waveguide array and

the user k depends on the element locations. Defining location

vector of the waveguide m as lm = [ℓm,1, . . . , ℓm,N ]T, this

means that the channel between waveguide m and user k
is a function of lm. Considering the radiation vector of

waveguide m, we can write the end-to-end channel between

the waveguide array and the user k as

yk =
∑

m

gk,m (lm) zm + εk = gT

k (L) z+ εk (6)

where z = [z1, . . . , zM ]
T

denotes the transmitted beam, and

gk (L) = [gk,1 (l1) , . . . , gk,M (lM )]
T

with L = [l1, . . . , lM ] ∈
RN×M collecting locations of elements and gk,m (lm) ∈ C

being the effective channel between the waveguide m and the

user k given by

gk,m (lm) = hT

k,mem (7a)

= ξαk

∑

n

exp {−jκ (Dk,m (ℓm,n) + irefℓm,n)}√
NDk,m (ℓm,n)

. (7b)

The vector downlink channel is hence given by

y = GT (L) z+ ε, (8)

where G(L)∈CM×K is the downlink channel defined as

G (L) = [g1 (L) · · · gK (L)] , (9)

and ε ∈ CK is Gaussian noise. This describes a standard

vector Gaussian broadcast channel whose channel matrix is

tunable by the activated locations of the pinching elements.

B. Characterizing Uplink Channel

We now consider uplink transmission in which the array of

waveguides receives the user signals. Let us denote the uplink

signal transmitted by user k via xk. Assuming that the system

2We assume that pinching elements behave as isotropic antennas.
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operates in the time-domain duplexing (TDD), the received

signal by pinching element n on waveguide m is given by

rem,n =
∑

k

hk,m,nxk + νem,n (10)

where hk,m,n is the channel coefficient between user k and

pinching element n on waveguide m given in (4), and νem,n

is Gaussian noise with variance ς2, i.e., νem,n ∼ CN
(

0, ς2
)

.

Following our assumption on passiveness of the waveguides,

we can write the superimposed signal received through waveg-

uide m at the AP as

r̃m =
∑

n

exp {−jκℓm,n} rem,n (11a)

=
∑

k

∑

n

hk,m,n exp {−jκℓm,n} xk + ν̃m, (11b)

where ν̃m is aggregated noise process, i.e., ν̃m =
∑

n ν
e
m,n.

The independence of νem,n implies that ν̃m is zero-mean

Gaussian with variance Nς2. Considering (7a), we can write
∑

n

hk,m,n exp {−jκℓm,n} =
√
Ngk,m (lm) . (12)

Hence, the signal received by the AP can be written as

r̃m=
√
N

K
∑

k=1

gk,m (lm)xk+ν̃m=
√
N g̃T

m (lm)x+ ν̃m, (13)

where g̃m (lm) = [g1,m (lm) · · · gK,m (lm)]T is the m-th row

of G (L) defined in (9), and x = [x1 · · · xK ] represents the

vector of uplink signals. Noting that scaling at the received

side does not impact transmission quality, we can compactly

represent the effective uplink channel as

r = G (L)x+ ν, (14)

where r = [r1 · · · rM ]
T

with rm = r̃m/
√
N representing the

effective received signal, and ν = [ν1 · · · νM ]
T

with νm =
ν̃m/

√
N being effective zero-mean noise with variance ς2.

As a dual case to downlink transmission, the end-to-end

uplink channel describes a Gaussian multiple access channel.

The channel matrix in this case is the transpose of the down-

link channel, which is the direct result of channel reciprocity

in the TDD mode. Similar to downlink case, the key advantage

in this system is the reconfigurability of the channel matrix by

the locations of the pinching elements.

III. HYBRID BEAMFORMING IN A DOWNLINK PASS

Considering the equivalent end-to-end channel for the PASS

system, we can achieve multiplexing gain via digital pre-

coding. The design of precoding however describes a hybrid

beamforming problem, in which both the digital precoder and

locations of the pinching elements are to be optimized jointly.

A. Joint Digital Precoding and Location Tuning

Let s = [s1, . . . , sK ]T denote the signals the AP intends to

send, with sk ∈ C being the encoded information signal of

user k. We assume that the information signals are zero-mean

unit-variance stationary processes satisfying

E

{

ssH
}

= I. (15)

The AP sets the signal fed to each waveguide to be a linear

superposition of these signals, i.e., it sets zm = w̃T

ms, for

some vector of coefficients w̃m ∈ CK specified for waveguide

m. The transmit signal by the waveguide array can hence

be represented as z = Ws, where W = [w̃1, . . . , w̃M ]
T

is

the precoding matrix. We further impose a power constraint

restricting the average transmit power to be bounded by a

positive downlink power Pd, i.e., E
{

‖z‖2
}

≤ Pd. Using (15),

this reduces to tr
{

WWH
}

≤ Pd.

The signal received by user k is written as

yk = gT

k (L)Ws+ εk (16)

which depends on W and L. It is worth mentioning that while

W represents a digital beamforming, the tuning of matrix L

describes beam-design in the analog domain. The joint design

of W and L can hence be interpreted as hybrid beamforming.

B. Downlink Weighted Sum-Rate

To proceed with the beamforming design, let us first rewrite

the received signal at user k as

yk =
∑

j

gT

k (L)wjsj + εk (17)

with wj denoting the j-th column vector of W collecting the

j-th entries of w̃m for m ∈ [M ]. We refer to wj as the digital

beamforming vector of user j. The achievable downlink rate

for user k in this case can be written as

Rd
k (W,L) = log

(

1 + SINRd
k (W,L)

)

, (18)

where SINRd
k (W,L) denotes the signal to interference and

noise ratio (SINR) at user k defined as

SINRd
k (W,L) =

∣

∣gT

k (L)wk

∣

∣

2

∑

j 6=k

∣

∣gT

k (L)wj

∣

∣

2
+ σ2

. (19)

The achievable weighted sum-rate in the downlink vector

channel can hence be written as

Rd (W,L) =
∑

k

λkR
d
k (W,L) , (20)

for some non-negative weights λk that are proportional to the

expected quality of service for user k.

C. Optimal Beamforming Design

The ultimate goal is to maximize the achievable weighted

sum-rate for a given power budget Pd and physical limitations.

We hence formulate optimal hybrid beamforming as

max
W,L

Rd (W,L) s.t. tr
{

WHW
}

≤ Pd and C1, C2 (21)

where we define C1 and C2 as

C1 : 0 ≤ ℓm,n ≤ Lm (22a)

C2 : ∆ℓ+ ℓm,n ≤ ℓm,n+1, (22b)

for n ∈ [N ] and m ∈ [M ] recalling that Lm denotes the length

of the waveguide m.

In addition to restricting the location of pinching elements

with the length of waveguides, i.e., C1, C2 guarantees that the

element n is located behind element n + 1 with a distance

that exceeds ∆ℓ. This is physically the case when pinching

elements are tuned by sliding tracks on waveguides. The

parameter ∆ℓ > 0 is the minimum spacing required to prevent

mutual coupling between two neighboring elements.

Although the formulation in (21) matches the physical limi-

tations of the PASS, one can observe that the second constraint
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in (22b), i.e., ∆ℓ+ ℓm,n ≤ ℓm,n+1, can be further simplified.

This is intuitive, as exchanging two pinching elements on a

waveguide in this case does not change signal propagation. In

other words, the throughput is invariant to permutation of

pinching elements. This is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 1: Consider L ∈ RN×M . Let L̃ ∈ RN×M be

another location matrix whose columns are a permutation of

the columns of L. Then, for any W ∈ CM×K we have

Rd (W,L) = Rd(W, L̃). (23)

Proof: From (7a), we see that by replacing lm with a per-

mutation l̃m, the sum does not change implying gk,m (lm) =
gk,m(̃lm). Noting that Rd (W,L) depends on the locations

only through the channels, the proof is completed.

Using this permutation invariance, the optimal hybrid pre-

coding scheme simplifies to

max
W,L

Rd (W,L) (24a)

s.t. tr
{

WHW
}

≤ Pd and lm ∈ Lm, (24b)

where lm denotes the m-th column of L, and we define the

feasible set Lm for m ∈ [M ] as

Lm =
{

l ∈ R
N : 0 ≤ ℓn ≤ Lm and

|ℓn − ℓn′ | ≥ ∆ℓ for n, n′ ∈ [N ]} (25)

with ℓn in (25) denoting the n-th entry of l.

Remark 2: It is worth mentioning that the permutation

invariance is implied by the invariance of the shadowing across

the pinching elements. In fact, when the shadowing varies, i.e.,

we have path-loss coefficients of the form αk,m,n that vary

with n, one needs to solve the original problem in (21) for

optimal hybrid beamforming. See Remark 1 for more details.

IV. EFFICIENT ALGORITHM FOR HYBRID BEAMFORMING

The optimization in (24a) is non-convex, and its global so-

lution is not computed in polynomial time. In this section,

we develop an efficient suboptimal algorithm. The derivation

follows three major steps: (i) we first rewrite (24a) in a

variational form with no power constraint. (ii) Using FP, we

transform the variational problem into a dual optimization with

quadratic objective. (iii) Using BCD [44] and Gauss-Seidel

[45] methods, a two-tier iterative solver is developed.

A. Variational Design Problem

We start with transforming the problem (24a) into a vari-

ational form without the power constraint, whose dual form

exhibits a smoother objective function. The variational opti-

mization is derived using the following lemmas.

Lemma 2 (Equality power constraint): The optimal solution

to(24a) satisfies the power constraint with equality, i.e.,

tr
{

WH

⋆W⋆

}

= Pd, (26)

for any W⋆ that is a solution to (24a).

Proof: The proof is concluded by contradiction: let the

precoding matrix Ŵ = [ŵ1, . . . , ŵK ] be a solution to problem

(24a) that satisfies the constraint with inequality, i.e.,

P̂ , tr
{

ŴHŴ
}

=
∑

j

‖ŵj‖2 < Pd. (27)

We now define ρ = Pd/P̂ and a scaled solution w̄j =
√
ρŵj .

Note that the scaled matrix W̄ = [w̄1, . . . , w̄K ] satisfies

the power constraint with equality, i.e., tr
{

W̄HW̄
}

= Pd.

Replacing into the definition (19), it is readily shown that

SINRd
k

(

W̄,L
)

> SINRd
k(Ŵ,L), (28)

for any L. This means that using W̄, the AP can achieve a

strictly larger weighted sum-rate. This contradicts the initial

assumption and completes the proof.

Using Lemma 2, we can rewrite the optimization in (24a)

in an unconstrained form whose solution determines explicitly

the solution of (24a). This is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3 (Unconstrained Equivalent Problem): For a given

L, let W̄ = [w̄1, . . . , w̄K ] denote a solution to the following

unconstrained weighted sum-rate maximization

max
W

∑

k

λk log(1 + SINR
d

k (W,L)), (29)

where SINR
d

k (W,L) for W = [w1, . . . ,wK ] is defined as

SINR
d

k (W,L) =

∣

∣gT

k (L)wk

∣

∣

2

∑

j 6=k

∣

∣gT

k (L)wj

∣

∣

2
+

σ2

Pd

∑

j

‖wj‖2
. (30)

Then, a solution to (24a) is determined from W̄ as

W̆ =

√

Pd

tr
{

W̄HW̄
}W̄. (31)

Proof: It is readily shown that the solution in (31) satisfies

the power constraint with equality and that

SINR
d

k

(

W̆,L
)

= SINRd
k

(

W̆,L
)

, (32)

for any L. This implies that the objective function in (24a)

attains the same value as the one in (29). Noting that W̄ is the

optimal solution to (29), we can conclude that W̆ maximizes

the objective in (24a) among all beamforming matrices that

satisfy the power constraint with equality. Lemma 2 further

indicates that no solution with inequality constraint exists.

This implies that W̆ maximizes the objective in (24a). This

completes the proof.

Using Lemma 3, the optimal hybrid beamforming is equiv-

alently represented by the following variational optimization

max
W,l

R̄d (W,L) s.t. lm ∈ Lm (33a)

where R̄d (W,L) is given by

R̄d (W, l) =
∑

j

λk log
(

1 + SINR
d

k (W,L)
)

(34)

with SINR
d

k (W,L) being defined in (30). It is worth noting

that the power limit in the variational form is incorporated

through SINR
d

k (W,L) and the optimal precoding matrix is

computed from the solution by the scaling given in (31).

B. Solution via Fractional Programming

The variational problem in (33a) describes a classical prob-

lem of maximizing sum of log ratios, whose solution can be

efficiently approximated via FP as outlined in this sub-section.

We start our derivations by defining the feasible set S for the

variational problem as

S = C
M×K × L1 × · · · × LM , (35)

and denoting S = (W,L) for brevity.
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The FP approach suggests converting the sum-of-log-ratios

problem, i.e., the variational problem (33a), into a quadratic

form by means of the Lagrange and quadratic dual transforms

[46], [47]. Although the resulting dual problem is yet non-

convex, it describes a smooth objective landscape, whose op-

timal point can be efficiently approximated by BCD algorithm

[44]. For a quick introduction to FP, see [48, Section IV]. In

the sequel, we follow this approach: we start with determining

the Lagrange dual objective for (33a), which is given by (36)

given at the top of the next page for some ωn ≥ 0. The key

property of this dual objective is the Lagrange duality, which

implies that Smax for the dual problem

(Smax,ωmax) = argmax
S∈S,ω∈RK

+

Ld (S,ω) (37)

recovers the solution of the optimization (33a), and that the

optimal values of the objectives in both problems are identical

[46], [47]. Note that the Lagrange dual problem is not convex.

Nonetheless, its solution can be efficiently approximated via

the BCD algorithm: we initiate some S = (W,L) and iterate

between the following two marginal optimization problems.

1) For fixed S, solve the marginal optimization

ω
⋆ = argmax

ω∈RK
+

Ld (S,ω) . (38)

This problem describes a standard convex optimization

whose solution is given by

ω⋆
k = SINR

d

k (W,L) . (39)

2) Set ωk = ω⋆
k, i.e., the solution of first marginal problem,

and update S with the marginal solution S⋆ given by

S⋆ = argmax
S∈S

Ld (S,ω⋆) (40)

The second marginal optimization reduces to

S⋆ = argmax
S∈S

∑

k

λk (1 + ω⋆
k)

∣

∣gT

k (L)wk

∣

∣

2

∑

j

∣

∣gT

k (L)wj

∣

∣

2
+

σ2

Pd

∑

j

‖wj‖2
, (41)

which describes the problem of maximizing sum of fractional

functions. This can be transformed into a quadratic form using

the quadratic transform [46], [47], as outlined in the sequel.

To solve the optimization in (41), we determine its quadratic

dual objective, which is given by (42) at the top of the next

page for some complex auxiliary variables qk ∈ C [46],

[47]. The quadratic duality implies that the solution of (41)

is recovered by solving the dual problem [46], [47]

max
S∈S,q∈CK

Qd (S,q) . (43)

This dual form has a quadratic objective which describes a

smoother landscape, and hence its solution can be approx-

imated more efficiently. Note that the dual optimization is

again non-convex through q, multiplicative expressions, and

the functional form of gk (L). Similar to the Lagrange dual

problem, we approximate the dual solution via BCD: starting

with S, the algorithm iterates between the following two steps.

1) Fix S and find q⋆ by solving (42) marginally for q.

2) Update S by solving (42) marginally for S, i.e.,

S⋆ = argmax
S∈S

Qd (S,q⋆) (44)

The solution to the first marginal problem is given by

q⋆k =
Pd

√

1 + ω⋆
kg

T

k (L)wk

σ2tr {WWH}+ Pdtr
{

WWHg∗
k (L)g

T

k (L)
} . (45)

The second marginal problem can be further written as

S⋆ = argmax
(W,L)∈S

Fd (W,L) , (46)

where the objective Fd (W,L) is given by

Fd (W,L) = 2ℜ
{

tr
{

THGT (L)W
}}

(47)

− tr
{

GT (L)WWHG∗ (L)U
}

− σ2tr {U}
Pd

tr
{

WWH
}

for T = QAΛ and U = QΛQH with Λ, A and Q being

Λ = diag {λ1, . . . , λK} (48a)

A = diag
{

√

1 + ω⋆
1 , . . . ,

√

1 + ω⋆
K

}

(48b)

Q = diag {q⋆1 , . . . , q⋆K} . (48c)

The final step is to approximate the solution of the marginal

problem in (46). This is challenging due to two facts: (i) it is

non-convex, and (ii) it shows too many local minima, due to

its oscillating form. We address these challenges by developing

an iterative solver via the BCD and Gauss-Seidel schemes.

C. Two-tier Iterative Algorithm

To solve the optimization in (46), we first note that the

problem is marginally convex in both W. This suggests that a

BCD-based outer loop can efficiently approximate the optimal

digital precoding matrix: the outer loop iterates between the

following two steps.

1) Fix L, and find W⋆ as the marginal solution to (46).

2) Set W = W⋆ and solve (46) marginally for L.

The first marginal problem describes a standard regularized

linear inverse problem whose solution is given by

W⋆ =
(

G∗ (L)UGT (L) + γdIM
)−1

G∗ (L)T. (49)

with γd = σ2tr {U}/Pd.

Remark 3: The digital precoder (49) can be seen as regular-

ized zero-forcing (RZF) precoding with an effective channel

given in terms of G (L), T, and U whose regularizer is set

to σ2tr {U}/Pd. This is intuitive, as for a fixed channel,

i.e., fixed location L, the optimal linear precoder is readily

computed by an optimally-tuned RZF.

The second marginal problem in the outer loop deals with

an objective whose dependency on L is given in terms of

exponential sums. The global optimum of this problem is not

feasibly found. We hence develop an inner-loop algorithm to

iteratively approximate its solution. The classical approach

to tackle these problems is to invoke greedy approaches,

e.g., stepwise regression. In the sequel, we develop a greedy

approach based on the Gauss-Seidel scheme to efficiently

approximate the solution of this marginal problem.

D. Greedy Algorithm for Location Optimization

The inner loop solves the following optimization

max
L

2ℜ
{

tr
{

EGT (L)
}}

− tr
{

FG∗ (L)UGT (L)
}

(50a)

s.t. lm ∈ Lm for m ∈ [M ], (50b)

where we define E = WTH and F = WWH.
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Ld (S,ω) =
∑

k

λk













log (1 + ωk)− ωk +
(1 + ωk)

∣

∣gT

k (L)wk

∣

∣

2

∑

j

∣

∣gT

k (L)wj

∣

∣

2
+

σ2

P

∑

j

‖wj‖2













(36)

Qd (S,q) =
∑

k

λk



2
√

1 + ω⋆
kℜ

{

q∗kg
T

k (L)wk

}

− |qk|2
∑

j

∣

∣gT

k (L)wj

∣

∣

2 − σ2

Pd
|qk|2

∑

j

‖wj‖2


 (42)

To tackle the problem in (50), we invoke the Gauss-Seidel

approach, which suggests to sequentially update the locations

[45]. In this approach, each location is updated individually by

treating other locations as constants. This way, each location is

optimized to refine analog beamforming optimized in previous

iterations. To this end, let us consider the element n on

waveguide m and fix ℓm′,n′ for (m′, n′) 6= (m,n). The scalar

problem for this element is given by

max
ℓ

2ℜ
{

tr
{

EG̃T

m,n (ℓ)
}}

− tr
{

FG̃∗
m,n (ℓ)UG̃T

m,n (ℓ)
}

s.t. 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and ∆ℓ ≤ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n, (51)

where G̃m,n (ℓ) represents matrix G (L), when all locations

but ℓm,n = ℓ are set to their fixed values, i.e.,

G̃m,n (ℓ) = [g̃1, . . . , g̃m−1, g̃
n
m (ℓ) , g̃m+1, . . . , g̃M ]T, (52)

where g̃m′ for m′ 6= m represents the m′-th rows of G (L),
when all entries of L except ℓm,n are set to their fixed values,

and g̃n
m (ℓ) is the m-th row as a function of ℓm,n = ℓ.3 Note

that the scalar objective of (51) depends on the optimization

variable only through g̃m (ℓ) whose k-th entry is given by

[g̃n
m (ℓ)]k = Πk,m (ℓ) +

∑

n′ 6=n

Πk,m (ℓm,n′) (53)

where we define the function Πk,m (ℓ) as

Πk,m (ℓ) = ξαk

exp {−jκ (Dk,m (ℓ) + irefℓ)}√
NDk,m (ℓ)

. (54)

By simple lines of derivation, (51) is rewritten as

max
ℓ

2ℜ
{

bT

mg̃n
m (ℓ)

}

− [F]m,mg̃nH
m (ℓ)Ug̃n

m (ℓ) (55)

s.t. 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and ∆ℓ ≤ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n, (56)

where bm ∈ CK is defined as

bm = am −
∑

m′ 6=m

[F]m,m′UTg̃∗
m′ , (57)

with aTm being the m-th row of E. Using (53) and treating

ℓm′,n′ for (m′, n′) 6= (m,n) as fixed, we can simplify (77) to

max
ℓ

fm(ℓ) (58a)

s.t. 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and ∆ℓ ≤ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n, (58b)

where fm(ℓ) is defined as

fm(ℓ) =
∑

k

2ℜ{ζk,mΠk,m (ℓ)} − ϑk,m |Πk,m (ℓ)|2 . (59)

for scalars ζk,m = [bm]k and ϑk,m = [F]m,m[U]k,k . This is

3Noting that ℓm′,n for m′ 6= m is treated as fixed, the argument ℓm′,n in
g̃m′ for m′ 6= m is dropped. We also use superscript n in g̃

n

m
(ℓ) to indicate

that that ℓ is the location of the n-th element.

a classical scalar optimization problem within a fixed interval,

which can be effectively solved via grid search. Using an L-

point grid for interval [0, Lm], i.e.,

L̂m ,

{

0,
Lm

L− 1
,
2Lm

L− 1
, . . . , Lm

}

a nearly-optimal ℓm,n is computed as

ℓ⋆m,n = argmax
ℓm∈L̂m\L̆m,n

fm(ℓm,n), (60)

where the set L̆m,n includes all grid points that violate the

minimum distance criteria, i.e.,

L̆m,n = L̂m∩ {ℓ : 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and (61)

∆ℓ ≥ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n} .
Consequently, the optimal locations in L are computed by

looping this grid reach over all entries of L.

Remark 4: Note that classical gradient-based methods can-

not solving the scalar problem in (58a) efficiently. This is

due to the fact taht the objective fm(·) contains numerous

stationary points caused by oscillations of the cosine term.

E. Final Algorithm: Convergence and Complexity

Using the Gauss-Seidel approach, we can complete the

inner-loop of the two-tier solver: in Step 2 of the BCD loop in

Section IV-C, we update the L by solving (60) with W being

set to W⋆ is given by (49). This concludes the derivation

of the algorithm. The overall FP-BCD algorithm for solving

problem (24a) is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Convergence It is straightforward to show that the proposed

algorithm converges to a stationary point. To show this, we first

note that the objective in each step of the BCD algorithm, i.e.,

the marginal objectives in the outer loop, is a non-decreasing

function of the underlying variables. This guarantees that in

each iteration, the objective is increasing. On the other hand,

the downlink power constraint guarantees that the achievable

weighted sum-rate is bounded from above, and therefore the

iterative increments of the objective in the algorithm are

limited by this upper bound. This implies that Algorithm 1

always converges to a stationary point. Noting that this point

is a combination of marginal maximizers, we can further

conclude that this stationary point is a local maximizer.

Complexity The computational complexity of Algorithm 1

is dominated by (49) which is the classical operation for linear

RZF. To see this point, we first note that finding the optimal

dual variables, i.e., ωk and qk, imposes computational com-

plexity of the order O(K2M). The inner loop, i.e., algorithm
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Algorithm 1 FP-BCD Hybrid Beamforming

Require: Weights λk for k ∈ [K]
1: Initialize ǫ, feasible W and L, and resolution L
2: repeat

3: Update dual variables ωk and qk via (39) and (45) for

k ∈ [K]
4: Computed T and U from the dual variables via (48)

5: Update W via (49)

6: for m = 1 : M do

7: Compute fm(ℓ) via (59)

8: for n = 1 : N do

9: Update ℓn,m via (60)

10: end for

11: end for

12: until fractional increase of objective falls below ǫ
13: Scale W as W =

√

Pd/tr {WHW}W
14: return Precoding matrix W and location matrix L

A, further is linear in all dimensions and performs a grid

search over a set of L grid points in each iteration. Its com-

putational complexity is hence O(NMLK). The computation

of W deals with matrix inversion and imposes the computa-

tional complexity of the order O(KM2 + M3). Comparing

these operations, we observe that the latter is the one which

dominates the order of complexity in the overall algorithm.

Noting that (49) is a classical linear precoding operation,

one can conclude that the proposed algorithm imposes the

same order of complexity as in classical linear precoding.

More precisely, Algorithm 1 scales with system dimensions

as O(2K2MI + KM2I + M3I + MNLKI) with I being

the number of iterations in the outer loop. Our numerical

investigations depict that the required number of iterations

is rather small implying that the complexity of the proposed

algorithm is comparable to that of classical linear precoding.

F. Alternative Algorithm via Zero-Forcing

Algorithm 1 maintains reasonable complexity for moderate-

size PASSs. However, its computational burdens might be

relatively high for large PASSs. In this subsection, we present

an alternative scheme based on zero-forcing (ZF) precoding

which optimizes the location matrix for optimal effective ZF.

This bypasses the need for solving the dual problem, i.e., the

outer loop, allowing for optimization in a single loop.

Let us assume that M > K . In this case, we can zero-force

the effective downlink channel for a given L as [49]

W =

√

Pd

tr {Γ (L)}G
∗ (L)Γ (L) , (62)

with Γ (L) =
(

GT (L)G∗ (L)
)−1

. Using (62), the achievable

downlink weighted sum-rate is given by

Rd (W,L) =
K
∑

k=1

λk log

(

1 +
Pd

σ2

1

tr {Γ (L)}

)

. (63)

The joint design of L and W in this case reduces to

maximizing the objective in (63) against L. Noting that the

logarithm function is strictly increasing, one can alternatively

Algorithm 2 Single-Loop Hybrid Beamforming

Require: Weights λk for k ∈ [K]
1: Initialize ǫ, feasible W and L, and resolution L
2: repeat

3: for m ∈ [M ] and n ∈ [N ] do

4: Solve problem (68) using grid search

5: end for

6: until fractional decrease of objective falls below ǫ
7: Calculate the ZF digital detector W using (62)

8: return Precoding matrix W and location matrix L

find the optimal L via the following optimization

min
L

tr {Γ (L)} s.t. lm ∈ Lm for m ∈ [M ]. (64)

Note that this optimization directly optimizes the ZF precoding

matrix, and hence no BCD loop, i.e., the outer loop in

Algorithm 1, is needed in this case.

Similar to the FP-BCD scheme, this problem can also

be solved via the Gauss-Seidel approach and grid search.

Nonetheless, calculating the matrix inversion in Γ (L) at each

search point is computationally intensive. To mitigate this

burden, we invoke the Sherman-Morrison lemma to develop

a rank-1 decomposition for this trace term, in the case of

M > K . To this end, let us focus on the scalar optimization

when we set ℓm,n = ℓ and remaining locations in L fixed: in

this case, we have

tr {Γ (L)} = tr

{

(

G̃T

m,n (ℓ) G̃
∗
m,n (ℓ)

)−1
}

(65a)

= tr

{

(

g̃n
m (ℓ) g̃nH

m (ℓ) + ĞT

mĞ∗
m

)−1
}

, (65b)

where G̃m,n (ℓ) is defined in (52), and we define Ğm as G (L)
missing the m-th column, i.e.,

Ğm = [g̃1, . . . , g̃m−1, g̃m+1, . . . , g̃M ]T. (66)

Using the Sherman-Morrison lemma, we can write
(

g̃n
m (ℓ) g̃nH

m (ℓ) + ĞT

mĞ∗
m

)−1

= Γm − Γmg̃n
m (ℓ) g̃nH

m (ℓ)Γm

1 + g̃nH
m (ℓ)Γmg̃n

m (ℓ)
, (67)

where Γm =
(

ĞT
mĞ∗

m

)−1

exists due to M > K . The scalar

problem is hence written as

max
ℓ

g̃nH
m (ℓ)Γ2

mg̃n
m (ℓ)

1 + g̃nH
m (ℓ)Γmg̃n

m (ℓ)
(68a)

s.t. 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and ∆ℓ ≤ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n, (68b)

which can be solved using a grid search similar to (60).

The algorithm is given in Algorithm 2. The non-decreasing

shape of the objective in each iteration and its boundedness

implies that this algorithm converges to a local minimum.

V. MULTIUSER DETECTION IN AN UPLINK PASS

We now consider uplink transmission in the PASS, where users

transmit signals to the AP over the Gaussian multiple access

channel. In this case, the key task is to design a multiuser

receiver, which jointly determines the receiver matrix and

activated locations of pinching elements, such that the uplink
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throughput is optimized. Similar to downlink beamforming,

this describes a hybrid design. However, unlike the downlink

case, the optimal digital detector in the uplink case can be

directly characterized via the well-known minimum mean

squared error (MMSE) detector. This allows for more efficient

algorithmic developments in this case.

A. Hybrid Design for Multiuser Detection

Let sk ∈ C denote the encoded information signal at user k.

We assume that the signals of different users are independent,

zero-mean, and unit-variance. User k scales its signal as xk =√
Pusk, where Pu > 0 denotes the uplink power. The effective

received signal at the AP is given by

r = G (L)x+ ν =
√

Pu

∑

k

skgk (L) + ν. (69)

To estimate the transmitted signals, i.e., s1, . . . , sK , the AP

employs a bank of K linear filters in the digital domain. Let

mk ∈ CM denote the receiver that estimates the signal of user

k. Using this linear receiver, the signal of user k is estimated

as ŝk = mT

kr, which depends on both digital receiver mk

and the analog receive beam specified by L. This implies that

the detection task is a hybrid problem in which the digital

components, i.e., mk for k ∈ [K], and analog degrees of

freedom, i.e., L, are to be designed jointly.

B. Uplink Weighted Sum-Rate

To quantify the quality of estimates at the AP, various

metrics can be used, e.g., mean squared error (MSE) or achiev-

able rates. To be consistent with the downlink performance

metric, we adopt the uplink achievable weighted sum-rate.

Considering the signal model, the achievable rate for user k
over the uplink channel is given by

Ru
k (mk,L) = log (1 + SINRu

k (mk,L)) , (70)

where SINRu
k (mk,L) represents the uplink SINR at the AP

for user k, defined as

SINRu
k (mk,L) =

∣

∣mT

kgk (L)
∣

∣

2

∑

j 6=k

∣

∣mT

kgj (L)
∣

∣

2
+

ς2

Pu
‖mk‖2

. (71)

The uplink weighted sum-rate is then given by

Ru (M,L) =
∑

k

βkR
u
k (mk,L) , (72)

computed for some non-negative weights βk. In this notation,

the matrix M ∈ C
M×K is the digital receiver matrix defined

as M = [m1 · · ·mK ]. The goal is to design M and L, such

that the achievable uplink weighted sum-rate is maximized.

C. Optimal Hybrid Design for Uplink

The per-user SINR given in (71) features a generalized

Rayleigh quotient. This is maximized when we set mk to

be the MMSE detector [49]. As a result, the optimal digital

detector for a given L is readily given by the corresponding

MMSE matrix, i.e., [50]

M = G∗ (L)

(

GT (L)G∗ (L) +
ς2

Pu
IK

)−1

. (73)

Substituting (73) into (72), we can represent Ru
k (mk,L) as

given in (74) at the top of the next page.

Algorithm 3 Greedy Hybrid Receiver

Require: Weights βk for k ∈ [K]
1: Initialize ǫ, feasible W and L, and resolution L
2: repeat

3: for m ∈ [M ] and n ∈ [N ] do

4: Solve problem (77) using the grid search

5: end for

6: until fractional increase of objective in (76) falls below ǫ

7: Determine optimal digital detector M using (73)

8: return Receiver matrix M and location matrix L

Using Sylvester’s determinant identity, the weighted sum-

rate can be rewritten as

Ru (M,L) = β∑ log det

(

IK +
Pu

ς2
GH (L)G (L)

)

−
K
∑

k=1

βk log det

(

IK−1 +
Pu

ς2
GH

k (L)Gk (L)

)

, (75)

where β∑ =
∑

k βk, and Gk (L) ∈ CM×K−1 is a reduced

form of G (L) with its k-th column missing. Noting that the

resulting weighted sum-rate only depends on L, we can write

the throughput optimization problem as

max
L

Ru (L) s.t. lm ∈ Lm for m ∈ [M ], (76)

with Lm defined in (25), where we drop M for compactness.

Similar to Algorithms 1 and 2, we can tackle the problem in

(76) via the Gauss-Seidel approach. Due to the similarity, we

skip the detailed derivation for this case. By omitting terms

irrelevant with ℓm,n, we equivalently simplify to the following:

max
ℓ

β∑ log

(

1 +
Pu

ς2
g̃nT
m (ℓ) Γ̃mg̃n∗

m (ℓ)

)

−
∑

k

βk log

(

1 +
Pu

ς2
g̃nT
m\k (ℓ)Γ̃m\kg̃

∗
m\k (ℓ)

)

(77a)

s.t. 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Lm and ∆ℓ ≤ |ℓm,i − ℓ| for i 6= n, (77b)

where we define

Γ̃m =

(

IK +
Pu

ς2
ĞH

mĞm

)−1

Γ̃m\k =

(

IK +
Pu

ς2
ĞH

m\kĞm\k

)−1

with Ğm defined in (66) and Ğm\k being its reduced version

whose k-th column is dropped. Similarly, g̃n
m\k (ℓ) denotes

g̃n
m (ℓ) whose k-th entry is dropped. As in Algorithms 1 and

2, this problem can be solved efficiently by grid search. The

final algorithm is presented in Algorithm 3.

VI. NUMERICAL INVESTIGATIONS

We now validate the proposed algorithms through numerical

experiments. Through the numerical simulations, we investi-

gate PASSs and the proposed algorithms in two major aspects:

(i) we evaluate the convergence and precision of the proposed

algorithms. (ii) We compare MIMO-PASSs against classical

MIMO baselines in the same simulated environment to assess

the order of gain achieved by this technology.
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k (mk,L) = log






det






IM + gk (L) g

H

k (L)





∑

j 6=k

gj (L) g
H

j (L) +
ς2

Pu
IM





−1







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Fig. 2: Convergence of the proposed iterative algorithms for MIMO-PASS uplink and downlink transmission.

A. Experimental Setting

Consider a rectangular region with side lengths Dx and

Dy along the x- and y-axes, respectively, centered at

[Dx/2, Dy/2, 0]. Within this region, K single-antenna users

are randomly and uniformly distributed. A schematic illustra-

tion of this setup is provided in Fig. 1. The M waveguides are

assumed to be positioned at a height of a = 5 m and cover the

entire area. These waveguides are spaced uniformly along the

y-axis with a separation distance of d = Dy/(M − 1). Each

waveguide has a length of Dx, i.e., Lm = Dx for m ∈ [M ],
and the antenna elements are spaced at least half a wavelength

apart, i.e., ∆ℓ = λ/2. For the simulations, the following

parameters are adopted unless otherwise specified: we consider

M = 5 waveguides, each equipped with N = 6 pinching

elements and fed by a dedicated RF chain, serving K = 4
users. The side lengths of the rectangular region are set to

Dx = 50 m and Dy = 6 m. The noise variance in both uplink

and downlink is σ2 = ς2 = −90 dBm. The carrier frequency

is f = 28 GHz, and the refractive index is iref = 1.44 [37]. We

use uniform weights, i.e., λk = βk = 1/K , in both uplink and

downlink. Furthermore, the path-loss is computed via the free-

space propagation model, i.e., αk = 1 for k ∈ [K]. Numerical

results are obtained by averaging 500 random seeds.

For implementation of the proposed algorithms, i.e., Algo-

rithms 1, 2, and 3, the predefined threshold is set to ǫ = 10−3.

For the one-dimensional grid search, the grid resolution is set

to L = 105, unless stated otherwise. Since the performance of

the FP-BCD algorithms may depend on the initial parameters,

the digital precoding matrix and location matrix in Algorithm 1

are initialized using the results obtained from the ZF-based

algorithm, i.e., Algorithm 2. For the ZF-based beamforming

and MMSE-based detection designs, the locations of the

pinching elements are initialized randomly.

B. Baseline Architectures

We compare a MIMO-PASS with M waveguides each hav-

ing N pinching elements against three benchmark technolo-

gies: conventional MIMO, massive MIMO (mMIMO), and

hybrid beamforming-based MIMO (hMIMO). To ensure a fair

comparison, the following configurations are considered for

the baselines: (1) The conventional MIMO system is equipped

with M antennas, each connected to a dedicated RF chain,

and employs fully digital signal processing. Specifically, FP-

based digital precoding is used in the downlink, and MMSE-

based digital detection is applied in the uplink. From an

implementation perspective, this setup incurs approximately

the same RF cost as the proposed PASS, as it utilizes the

same number of RF chains at the AP. (2) The mMIMO

system features an array of MN antennas, each with its own

RF chain, and employs fully digital signal processing for

both uplink and downlink. The beamforming for downlink

and uplink is designed using FP-based and MMSE-based

methods, respectively. Due to its large number of RF chains,

this baseline represents a significantly more expensive design

compared to both conventional MIMO and the proposed PASS.

(3) The hMIMO system utilizes a hybrid transceiver with

M RF chains, each connected to N antenna elements via a

network of tunable phase shifters. It employs hybrid analog-

digital signal processing for both uplink and downlink, which

is designed using the algorithms in [51]. While this setup

imposes the same RF cost as the proposed PASS, it may suffer

from poor power efficiency due to high power splitting losses.

In simulations, all baselines are based on a half-wavelength

spaced uniform linear array centered within the square region

at [Dx/2, Dy/2, a], and aligned along the y-axis.

C. Numerical Results

Convergence. Fig. 2 illustrates the convergence behavior of

the proposed algorithms for different values of transmitted

power. Specifically, Fig. 2(a) shows the downlink weighted

sum-rate achieved by the FP-BCD and ZF-based methods

as a function of the number of iterations. As observed, the

weighted sum-rate gradually increases with the number of

iterations and eventually converges to a stable value for all
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Fig. 3: Weighted sum-rate vs the grid search resolution. Arrows indicate the gain achieved by MIMO-PASS over the baselines.

considered values of Pd, which confirms the effectiveness of

the proposed algorithms. Furthermore, increasing the transmit

power improves the system throughput, i.e., the weighted sum-

rate. Notably, the weighted sum-rate at the initial point of the

FP-BCD method is the same as that at the converged point

of the ZF-based method, as the FP-BCD method is initialized

using the optimized results from the ZF-based method. Fig.

2(b) demonstrates the convergence behavior of the MMSE-

based algorithm for optimizing the uplink weighted sum-rate.

Under the considered setup, the proposed algorithms converge

within 5 iterations, verifying their fast convergence.

Grid Search Resolution. As the one-dimensional grid search

is utilized in Algorithms 1, 2, and 3, the achievable uplink

and downlink throughput is influenced by the grid resolution,

i.e., the number of discrete points along the waveguide, L.

To illustrate this impact, Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b) plot the

downlink and uplink weighted sum-rates achieved by the

proposed algorithms as a function of the grid search resolution

L, respectively. As shown in these graphs, the weighted sum-

rates for both downlink and uplink increase monotonically

with the grid search resolution. Additionally, we observe that

the achieved sum-rates saturate when L reaches approximately

105. This suggests that setting the grid resolution to 105 nearly

attains the performance upper bound of the PASS.

For a thorough study, we also compare the weighted sum-

rate achieved by the MIMO-PASS with those achieved by the

baseline fixed-location antenna systems, i.e., MIMO, mMIMO,

and hMIMO. As seen in both Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), the

MIMO-PASS achieves significantly better weighted sum-rate

performance compared to these baselines. Notably, even when

compared to a fully digital massive MIMO system with the

same number of antennas as the PASS, the PASS achieves a

gain of more than 30%. This gain further increases to over

200% when compared to small-scale fully digital MIMO sys-

tems. Such promising improvements are primarily attributed

to the capability of PASSs to flexibly tune pinching locations

on waveguides, enabling collaborative establishment of strong

and stable LoS paths, i.e., a nearly-wired transmission link.

Downlink Weighted Sum-Rate. Fig. 4(a) shows the downlink

weighted sum-rate as a function of the maximum total transmit

power Pd, which compares performance of the MIMO-PASS

with the conventional fixed-location antenna systems. The

results indicate that the sum-rate increases with Pd for all

schemes. Notably, the PASS achieves significantly higher

throughput than the conventional systems, particularly in the

medium- and high-power regimes. From the graph, we observe

that increasing the grid search resolution, L, improves the

weighted sum-rate achieved by the PASS, which is consistent

with the what we observed in Fig. 3(a). Another important

observation is that in the medium- and high-power regimes,

the ZF-based method achieves nearly the same performance

as the FP-BCD method. However, in the low-power regime,

the FP-BCD method enables the PASS to achieve a higher

sum-rate than the ZF-based method. This is expected, as ZF

beamforming is asymptotically optimal in the high signal to

noise ratio (SNR) regime [49], [50]. This also explains the

behavior observed in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3(a), where the ZF-

based method achieves nearly the same performance as the

FP-BCD method.

Fig. 4(b) illustrates the sum-rate as a function of the side

length of the square region along the x-axis, Dx, while Dy is

fixed. As the side length increases, the performance gain of the

PASS over the conventional baseline improves significantly.

This is because a larger side length increases the average

distance between users and the center of the region, resulting

in higher path loss for the conventional systems. In contrast,

the PASS can flexibly position its radiating elements closer to

the users, which effectively enhances the system throughput.

Furthermore, as shown in the graph, as Dx increases, the

FP-BCD method outperforms the ZF-based method. This is

because a larger side length leads to more severe path loss,

which creates a low-SNR scenario where ZF performs poorly.

Fig. 4(c) further depicts the weighted sum-rate as a function

of the number of pinching elements along each waveguide, N .

As shown in the graph, the sum-rates achieved by both the

MIMO-PASS setting and the baseline mMIMO and hMIMO

schemes increase monotonically with the number of pinching

elements. This is due to the increased spatial DoFs and array

gains provided by adding more antennas. The graph also high-

lights the weighted sum-rate performance gain of the PASS

over the baseline systems. Specifically, tuning the locations

of the pinching elements introduces sum-rate improvements

of 27% and 76% compared to the mMIMO and hMIMO

schemes, respectively. These results, along those in Fig. 4(a)
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Fig. 4: Achievable downlink weighted sum-rate: arrows indicate the gain achieved by MIMO-PASS over the baselines.

and Fig. 4(b), validate the effectiveness of the MIMO-PASS

in enhancing the throughput in downlink transmission.

Uplink Weighted Sum-Rate. Fig. 5(a) depicts the achiev-

able uplink weighted sum-rate as a function of the per-user

transmit power Pu. It is observed that, across the consid-

ered range of transmit powers, the proposed MMSE-based

method effectively optimizes the locations of the pinching

elements, enabling the PASS to achieve higher throughput than

conventional fixed-location antenna systems. Additionally, we

observe that increasing the grid search resolution L improves

the weighted sum-rate achieved by the MIMO-PASS. This is

consistent with the earlier results in Fig. 3(b).

Fig. 5(b) further depicts the weighted sum-rate as a function

of the number of users, K . The sum-rates achieved by both the

MIMO-PASS and the baseline systems decrease monotonically

as the number of users increases, primarily due to the rise

in inter-user interference. As shown in the graph, when the

number of users does not exceed the number of waveguides or

RF chains, i.e., K ≤ M = 5, the PASS achieves a higher sum-

rate than the baseline schemes. However, once K > M , the

sum-rate achieved by the PASS decays rapidly. This is because

the PASS is essentially a hybrid beamforming system. When

the number of users exceeds the number of RF chains, the

system cannot provide sufficient DoFs to effectively mitigate

inter-user interference. This explains why the fully digital

mMIMO system outperforms the MIMO-PASS when M = 8.

Nevertheless, compared to fixed-location antenna systems with

the same number of RF chains, i.e., conventional MIMO and

hMIMO, the MIMO-PASS still can significantly enhance the

throughput due to its ability to flexibly tune the locations of

antennas and establish a strong LoS link.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have studied uplink and downlink transmission in a

multiuser MIMO-PASS system, in which the AP deploys

an array of pinched waveguides at its front-end. Invoking

the FP framework, BCD scheme and Gauss-Seidel approach,

several low-complexity algorithms for hybrid beamforming

in downlink and detection in uplink were developed. These

algorithms solve a hybrid problem, where the digital units, i.e.,

precoding or receiver matrix, is optimized jointly with the ac-

tivated locations of the pinching elements on the waveguides.

The effectiveness of the proposed algorithms was validated

through several numerical experiments. The results of this

study showcase the significant superiority of MIMO-PASS

over conventional fixed-location designs including both mas-

sive MIMO and the benchmark hybrid analog-digital archi-

tectures. Our results highlight the potential of PASSs as a key

reconfigurable antenna system technology for next-generation

wireless systems urging for further research in this direction.
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