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Transmit and Receive Antenna Port Selection for Channel Capacity
Maximization in Fluid-MIMO Systems

Christos N. Efrem and Ioannis Krikidis

Abstract—In this letter, we study a discrete optimization
problem, namely, the maximization of channel capacity in fluid
multiple-input multiple-output (fluid-MIMO) systems through
the selection of antenna ports/positions at both the transmitter
and the receiver. First, we present a new joint convex relaxation
(JCR) problem by using an upper bound on the channel capacity
and exploiting the binary nature of optimization variables.
Then, we develop and analyze two optimization algorithms with
different performance-complexity tradeoffs. The first algorithm is
based on JCR and reduced exhaustive search (JCR&RES), while
the second on JCR and alternating optimization (JCR&AO).

Index Terms—Fluid/movable antennas, multiple-input
multiple-output systems, antenna port selection, channel
capacity, discrete optimization, convex relaxation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology has rev-
olutionized wireless communications during the last decades,
by achieving significant gains in terms of diversity and mul-
tiplexing. In classical MIMO, the positions of antennas are
fixed and their separation distance should be large enough in
order to fully exploit the multi-path propagation of signals
(negligible spatial correlation) and avoid undesirable near-
field phenomena (e.g., mutual coupling). Recently, a new
technology has been proposed, namely, fluid antenna systems
(FAS), where the antenna position can dynamically change
and be adapted to the channel characteristics, thus providing
more flexibility [1]. In addition, FAS can enhance the system
performance even when the available antenna positions are
very close to each other, while mutual coupling completely
disappears (as long as only one position/port is selected).

Furthermore, the combination of MIMO with FAS is a
promising technology and has already attracted the attention of
the research community [2]. Port selection strategies were pro-
posed in classical FAS [1] as well as in MIMO-FAS [3] (i.e.,
FAS with activation of multiple ports at the transmitter and
the receiver). Antenna position optimization in movable/fluid
antenna systems was studied in [4] and [5], where the antennas
can be shifted on a line segment. The authors in [6] proposed a
joint transmitter and receiver design to maximize the weighted
minimum signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio in a multicast
multiple-input single-output (MISO) communication system.
The channel estimation problem in movable-antenna MIMO
systems was investigated in [7], using tensor decomposition.
Nevertheless, efficient port selection algorithms at both ends
in fluid-MIMO systems (i.e., traditional MIMO but with fluid
antennas) are still missing from the literature.

In this work, we propose low-complexity algorithms for
joint transmit and receive port selection to maximize the
channel capacity in fluid-MIMO systems, thereby filling the
gap in the literature. It is noted that the authors in [8]
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studied the maximization of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) using
quantum computation. Also, existing approaches on antenna
selection techniques in conventional MIMO systems do not
capture this challenge, because they consider either only one-
side (transmit/receive) antenna selection [9]–[11], or a perfor-
mance metric different from the channel capacity, e.g., energy
efficiency with SNR achieved by maximal ratio transmission
and combining [12]. In massive MIMO systems, the antenna
selection problem (at the receiver side) was solved by using
branch-and-bound [13] and greedy [14] algorithms. The main
contributions of this letter are summarized as follows:

• First of all, we formulate the joint transmit and receive
fluid antenna port selection problem, and then we provide
a joint convex relaxation (JCR) problem by using an up-
per bound on the channel capacity and taking advantage
of the binary optimization variables. As far as we know,
the JCR approach is proposed for the first time in both
traditional and modern (fluid) MIMO systems.1

• Moreover, we design and analyze two optimization algo-
rithms based on the JCR problem, whose complexity is
much lower than that of the exhaustive search method.

• Finally, numerical results show that the proposed algo-
rithms significantly outperform two baseline schemes, the
random port selection and the conventional MIMO setup.

The remainder of this letter is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II presents the system model, while Section III formulates
the discrete optimization problem. Section IV provides the
joint convex relaxation problem, and Section V analyzes the
optimization algorithms. Furthermore, Section VI presents
some numerical results, and Section VII concludes the paper.

Mathematical notation: IN is the N × N identity matrix,
and ON×M is the N ×M zero matrix. 1N and 0N represent
the N -dimensional all-ones and zero vectors, respectively. Fur-
thermore, tr(·), (·)⊤ and (·)H stand for the matrix trace, trans-
pose and conjugate-transpose operations, respectively, while
diag(x) is the diagonal matrix having the elements of vector
x on its main diagonal. The determinant is denoted by det(·),
the natural logarithm by log(·), the ceiling function by ⌈·⌉, and
the expectation by E(·). The symbols := and =: indicate that
the quantity on the side of the colon is defined by the quantity
on the other side. The Frobenius norm of a matrix A = [ai,j ]

is defined as ∥A∥F :=
√∑

i,j |ai,j |2 =
√
tr(AAH).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a point-to-point fluid-MIMO communication
system as shown in Fig. 1, where the transmitter and re-
ceiver are equipped with MT (MT := {1, . . . ,MT }) and
MR (MR := {1, . . . ,MR}) fluid antennas, respectively.
Each fluid antenna at the transmitter and receiver has NT

1In the classical work of receive antenna selection using convex optimiza-
tion [11], the channel capacity is already concave and the binary variables are
relaxed to be in [0, 1]. This approach does not suffice for the joint transmit and
receive antenna selection, since the channel capacity is not concave anymore.
For more details on the new convex relaxation technique, see Section IV.
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Fig. 1. Fluid-MIMO system consisting of a transmitter and a receiver
equipped with multiple fluid antennas.

(NT := {1, . . . , NT }) and NR (NR := {1, . . . , NR}) available
ports/positions, respectively; all ports in a given fluid antenna
share a common radio-frequency (RF) chain [1]. In every time
slot, exactly one port is selected per transmit/receive fluid
antenna; this operation is performed by a central controller. We
also assume flat fading and perfect channel state information.2

The separation distance between the transmit/receive fluid
antennas is sufficiently large (normally, greater than or equal
to λ/2, where λ is the wavelength), so that their spatial
correlation and mutual coupling are negligible; the channels of
distinct fluid antennas are therefore independent as in classical
MIMO systems. However, non-negligible spatial correlation
can exist between the ports of a fluid antenna.3

The (MRNR)×(MTNT ) overall channel matrix is denoted
by G =

[
G(i,j)

]
i∈MR
j∈MT

, where the NR × NT sub-matrix

G(i,j) is given by G(i,j) =
[
g
(i,j)
n,k

]
n∈NR
k∈NT

, with g
(i,j)
n,k being the

normalized (i.e., E(|g(i,j)n,k |2) = 1) channel coefficient between
the nth port of the ith receive fluid antenna and the kth port
of the jth transmit fluid antenna. Let G̃ be the MR × MT

effective channel matrix resulting from the selection of fluid
antenna ports. In particular, G̃ can be obtained from G by
appropriately selecting subsets of its rows and columns. Now,
the received signal r = [r1, . . . , rMR

]⊤ can be written as
r = δ

√
P/MT G̃s + w, where δ2 is the large-scale path

loss, P is the total transmit power (divided evenly between
the transmit antennas), s = [s1, . . . , sMT

]⊤ is the transmitted
signal (E(ssH) = IMT

), and w = [w1, . . . , wMR
]⊤ is the

additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the receiver with
E(wwH) = σ2

wIMR
. Assuming that the entries of G̃ are

independent complex-Gaussian random variables, the channel
capacity is given by the well-known formula [15]

C(G̃) = log2 det(IMR
+ρG̃G̃H) = log2 det(IMT

+ρG̃HG̃),
(1)

where ρ = γ/MT , with γ = δ2P/σ2
w being the average SNR

at each receive fluid antenna.
2Note that fluid antennas can use either liquids or reconfigurable pixels [1].

In liquid-based FAS, the switching time between ports becomes important
when the number of ports is very large. In RF pixel-based FAS, however, the
switching time is insignificant regardless of the number of ports. In this work,
the port switching time is negligible compared to the channel coherence time.

3Mutual coupling between the ports of a fluid antenna is not considered in
this work, because: a) it does not occur at all in a liquid-based fluid antenna
where a single port is selected, and b) it may exist in an RF pixel-based fluid
antenna, but it can be mitigated using matching networks [3, Appendix III].

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

First of all, we introduce the binary decision variables
x = [x(i)]i∈MR

∈ {0, 1}MRNR and y = [y(j)]j∈MT
∈

{0, 1}MTNT , where x(i) = [x
(i)
1 , . . . , x

(i)
NR

] and y(j) =

[y
(j)
1 , . . . , y

(j)
NT

]. In particular, each variable x
(i)
n or y(j)k is equal

to 1 if the corresponding port is selected, and 0 otherwise.
Now, let us define the (MRNR)× (MTNT ) matrix

Q := XGY =
[
Q(i,j)

]
i∈MR
j∈MT

, (2)

where X = diag(x), Y = diag(y), Q(i,j) =

X(i)G(i,j)Y(j) =
[
x
(i)
n g

(i,j)
n,k y

(j)
k

]
n∈NR
k∈NT

, X(i) = diag(x(i)),

and Y(j) = diag(y(j)). In essence, the diagonal matrices X
and Y result in row and column selection of G, respectively.

Proposition 1: With a slight abuse of notation, we can
rewrite the channel capacity given by (1) as follows

C(x,y) := C(G̃) = log2 det(IMRNR
+ ρQQH). (3)

Proof: First of all, matrix Q can be also expressed as
Q = PrĜPc, where Pr and Pc are appropriately chosen
permutation matrices of dimension (MRNR)× (MRNR) and
(MTNT )× (MTNT ), respectively, and

Ĝ =

[
G̃ OMR×d2

Od1×MT
Od1×d2

]
(4)

with d1 = MR(NR − 1) and d2 = MT (NT − 1).
Since for any permutation matrix P it holds that PH =

P⊤ = P−1, we obtain QQH = PrĜĜHPH
r . In addition, for

any matrices A (N×M ) and B (M×N ), we have the matrix
identity: det(IN +AB) = det(IM +BA). As a result,

det(IMRNR
+ ρQQH) = det(IMRNR

+ ρĜĜH). (5)

Moreover, ĜH =

[
G̃H OMT×d1

Od2×MR
Od2×d1

]
and ĜĜH =[

G̃G̃H OMR×d1

Od1×MR
Od1×d1

]
, thus

IMRNR
+ ρĜĜH =

[
IMR

+ ρG̃G̃H OMR×d1

Od1×MR
Id1

]
. (6)

For any matrices A (N ×N ), B (N ×M ), and D (M ×M )
we have the following identity of block matrix determinant:

det

([
A B

OM×N D

])
= det(A) det(D). Therefore, based on

the previous equations we obtain

log2 det(IMRNR
+ ρQQH) = C(G̃), (7)

because det(Id1) = 1.
Now, we can formulate a binary optimization problem to

select the ports that maximize the channel capacity, i.e.,

C∗ := max
x,y

C(x,y) (8a)

s.t.
∑

n∈NR

x(i)
n = 1, ∀i ∈ MR, (8b)∑

k∈NT

y
(j)
k = 1, ∀j ∈ MT , (8c)

x ∈ {0, 1}MRNR , y ∈ {0, 1}MTNT . (8d)
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The first two equality-constraints ensure that exactly one port
is selected for each fluid antenna. Note that problem (8) seems
very difficult to solve in polynomial time.

IV. JOINT CONVEX RELAXATION

In this section, we use the following result in order to upper
bound the channel capacity, which is not jointly concave.

Proposition 2: If B is a positive definite N × N matrix,
then we have

log det(B) ≤ tr(B− IN ). (9)

Proof: Let {λn}n∈N , where N := {1, . . . , N}, be
the eigenvalues of matrix B. Since B is positive definite,
λn > 0 for all n ∈ N . Now, we can write log det(B) =
log(

∏
n∈N λn) =

∑
n∈N log λn. In addition, it holds that

log x ≤ x − 1 for all x > 0. Therefore, log det(B) ≤∑
n∈N (λn − 1) = tr(B− IN ).
Proposition 2 with B = IMRNR

+ ρQQH implies that4

C(x,y) ≤ ρ
log 2 tr(QQH) = ρ

log 2∥Q∥2F . (10)

Now, we make a key observation: Due to the fact that x and
y are binary vectors, we have (x

(i)
n )2 = x

(i)
n , (y(j)k )2 = y

(j)
k ,

and x
(i)
n y

(j)
k = min(x

(i)
n , y

(j)
k ). As a result,

∥Q∥2F :=
∑

i∈MR

∑
n∈NR

∑
j∈MT

∑
k∈NT

|x(i)
n g

(i,j)
n,k y

(j)
k |2

=
∑

i∈MR

∑
n∈NR

∑
j∈MT

∑
k∈NT

|g(i,j)n,k |2 min(x(i)
n , y

(j)
k )

=: U(x,y), ∀(x,y) ∈ {0, 1}MRNR × {0, 1}MTNT .
(11)

Note that U(x,y) is jointly concave in x and y, because
min(x

(i)
n , y

(j)
k ) is a concave function [16].

Subsequently, we formulate a joint convex relaxation (JCR)
problem by relaxing the objective and the binary constraints:

U∗ := max
x,y

U(x,y) (12a)

s.t. (8b), (8c), (12b)

x ∈ [0, 1]MRNR , y ∈ [0, 1]MTNT . (12c)

Observe that C∗ ≤ ρ
log 2U

∗, due to (10) and (11), and because
SC ⊆ SU , where SC and SU are the feasible sets of problems
(8) and (12), respectively.

Finally, given that the JCR problem has ν = MRNR +
MTNT decision variables and κ = MR +MT + 2(MRNR +
MTNT ) = Θ(MRNR + MTNT ) constraints, a globally
optimal solution can be computed in TJCR = O((MRNR +
MTNT )

3.5) time using an interior-point method, which is
expected to be O((MRNR +MTNT )

3) in practice [16].

4The matrix R := QQH is positive semi-definite, so its eigenvalues
λ
(R)
n ≥ 0 for all n. The eigenvalues of matrix B are λ

(B)
n = 1+ ρλ

(R)
n ≥

1 > 0 for all n, thus B is positive definite; note that ρ ≥ 0.

Algorithm 1 Joint Convex Relaxation & Reduced Exhaustive
Search (JCR&RES)
1: Solve the joint convex relaxation problem (12) to find an optimal solution

(x̂, ŷ) ∈ [0, 1]MRNR × [0, 1]MTNT .
2: ÑR ← ⌈log2(NR + 1)⌉, ÑT ← ⌈log2(NT + 1)⌉
3: For each receive fluid antenna i ∈ MR, choose the ÑR ports with the

largest x̂(i)
n ∈ [0, 1] (among all the NR ports) and let Ñ (i)

R be the set of
these ports.

4: For each transmit fluid antenna j ∈MT , choose the ÑT ports with the
largest ŷ(j)k ∈ [0, 1] (among all the NT ports) and let Ñ (j)

T be the set
of these ports.

5: Let Gnew be the (MRÑR)×(MT ÑT ) sub-matrix of G obtained by se-
lecting the subset

⋃
i∈MR

Ñ (i)
R of its rows and the subset

⋃
j∈MT

Ñ (j)
T

of its columns.
6: Apply the exhaustive search method to solve the reduced-dimension

problem (8) by replacing G 7→ Gnew, NR 7→ ÑR, and NT 7→ ÑT . Let
(x⋆,y⋆) ∈ {0, 1}MRÑR×{0, 1}MT ÑT be one of its optimal solutions.

7: x̃← 0MRNR
, x̃(

⋃
i∈MR

Ñ (i)
R )← x⋆

8: ỹ← 0MTNT
, ỹ(

⋃
j∈MT

Ñ (j)
T )← y⋆

9: return (x̃, ỹ)

V. OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHMS

Given two matrices A (N × M ) and B (M × N ), the
computation of AB (matrix multiplication) requires O(N2M)
arithmetic operations. In addition, the determinant of an
N × N matrix can be computed in O(N3) time using,
for example, lower-upper (LU) decomposition. Therefore, the
computation of channel capacity given by (1) requires either
O(M2

RMT + M3
R) or O(M2

TMR + M3
T ) time depending on

the formula used. By selecting the fastest between the two,
we have TC = O((min(MR,MT ))

2(MR+MT )) complexity.

A. Exhaustive Search
The exhaustive search method generates all feasible so-

lutions and selects that with the highest channel capacity,
thereby achieving the global optimum. Since the number of
feasible solutions is (NR)

MR(NT )
MT , its running time is

O((NR)
MR(NT )

MT TC), thus having exponential complexity.

B. Joint Convex Relaxation & Reduced Exhaustive Search
The JCR&RES method is presented in Algorithm 1. After

solving the JCR problem, the algorithm forms a subset of
the available ports having the largest fractional solutions,
and then applies the exhaustive search to solve a problem
of much smaller dimension than the original one. Since
⌈log2(N + 1)⌉ = Θ(log2 N), Algorithm 1 requires O(TJCR +
(log2 NR)

MR(log2 NT )
MT TC) time. Its complexity is there-

fore exponential, but much lower than that of exhaustive
search. As a consequence, JCR&RES is suitable for practical
applications with a small to moderate number of ports.

C. Joint Convex Relaxation & Alternating Optimization
The JCR&AO method is given in Algorithm 2. Based on the

(fractional) solution of the JCR problem, the algorithm initially
selects the port with the largest fractional solution for each
fluid antenna (steps 3-11), and then improves the binary solu-
tion using alternating optimization (AO) in steps 12-44. In ev-
ery AO-iteration, we successively switch to the best (highest-
capacity) port for each fluid antenna at the receiver (steps 15-
28) and transmitter (steps 29-42), given that all selected ports
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Algorithm 2 Joint Convex Relaxation & Alternating Opti-
mization (JCR&AO)
1: Select a convergence tolerance ϵ > 0 and a maximum number of iterations

I ≥ 1 for alternating optimization.
2: Solve the joint convex relaxation problem (12) to find an optimal solution

(x̂, ŷ) ∈ [0, 1]MRNR × [0, 1]MTNT .
3: x̃← 0MRNR

, ỹ← 0MTNT

4: for all i ∈MR do n⋆ ← argmaxn∈NR
{x̂(i)

n }, x̃
(i)
n⋆ ← 1

5: end for
6: for all j ∈MT do k⋆ ← argmaxk∈NT

{ŷ(j)k }, ỹ
(j)
k⋆ ← 1

7: end for
8: Cold ← 0, Cnew ← C(x̃, ỹ), Cbest ← Cnew, ℓ← 0
9: while (|Cnew − Cold| > |Cold|ϵ) & (ℓ < I) do

10: Cold ← Cnew
11: for all i ∈MR do
12: x̃

(i)
n′ ← 0 for all n′ ∈ NR

13: for all n ∈ NR do
14: if n ≥ 2 then x̃

(i)
n−1 ← 0, x̃(i)

n ← 1 else x̃
(i)
1 ← 1

15: end if
16: if C(x̃, ỹ) ≥ Cbest then Cbest ← C(x̃, ỹ), nbest ← n
17: end if
18: end for
19: x̃

(i)
NR
← 0, x̃(i)

nbest ← 1
20: end for
21: for all j ∈MT do
22: ỹ

(j)
k′ ← 0 for all k′ ∈ NT

23: for all k ∈ NT do
24: if k ≥ 2 then ỹ

(j)
k−1 ← 0, ỹ(j)k ← 1 else ỹ

(j)
1 ← 1

25: end if
26: if C(x̃, ỹ) ≥ Cbest then Cbest ← C(x̃, ỹ), kbest ← k
27: end if
28: end for
29: ỹ

(j)
NT
← 0, ỹ(j)kbest

← 1
30: end for
31: Cnew ← Cbest, ℓ← ℓ+ 1
32: end while
33: return (x̃, ỹ)

TABLE I
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHMS

Algorithm* Time Complexity**

Exhaustive Search O((NR)MR (NT )MT TC)

JCR&RES
(Algorithm 1) O(TJCR + (log2 NR)MR (log2 NT )MT TC)

JCR&AO
(Algorithm 2) O(TJCR + I(MRNR +MTNT )TC)

* Exhaustive search achieves an optimal solution, whereas JCR&RES
and JCR&AO return a sub-optimal (feasible) solution.

** TJCR = O((MRNR + MTNT )3.5) is the time complexity of
solving the joint convex relaxation problem (12) using interior-point
methods. TC = O((min(MR,MT ))2(MR + MT )) is the time
required for computing the channel capacity given by (1).

in the remaining fluid antennas are fixed. The AO technique
produces a non-decreasing sequence of channel capacities, i.e.,
C(x̃(ℓ+1), ỹ(ℓ+1)) ≥ C(x̃(ℓ), ỹ(ℓ)), for all ℓ ≥ 0, and because
C(x,y) is upper bounded, the convergence of JCR&AO is
guaranteed. Moreover, it has polynomial complexity in the
input size, i.e., O(TJCR + I(MRNR +MTNT )TC), assuming
a fixed maximum number of AO-iterations I . Therefore, Al-
gorithm 2 can be successfully applied in fluid-MIMO systems
with a small to large number of ports. Finally, the complexity
of all optimization algorithms is summarized in Table I.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We generated 100 independent channel matrices G and
computed the average channel capacity achieved by each

Fig. 2. Common legend for the next figures.

Fig. 3. Channel capacity vs the number of ports per fluid antenna. JCR&AO
requires about 1-3 AO-iterations to converge, on average, for all MIMO setups.

algorithm. The available ports in each transmit/receive fluid
antenna were supposed to be evenly distributed on a line seg-
ment of length Wλ, where λ is the wavelength. In addition, the
(normalized) channel coefficients of fluid antenna ports were

modeled as g
(i,j)
n,k =

(√
1− (µ

(i,j)
n,k )2u

(i,j)
n,k + µ

(i,j)
n,k u

(i,j)
0

)
+

i

(√
1− (µ

(i,j)
n,k )2v

(i,j)
n,k + µ

(i,j)
n,k v

(i,j)
0

)
, where u

(i,j)
n,k , u

(i,j)
0 ,

v
(i,j)
n,k , v

(i,j)
0 are all independent Gaussian random variables

with zero mean and variance 1/2, µ
(i,j)
n,k ∈ [−1, 1] is the

spatial-correlation parameter given by µ
(i,j)
n,k = µn,k =

1
2

[
J0

(
2π(n−1)
NR−1 W

)
+ J0

(
2π(k−1)
NT−1 W

)]
, with J0(·) being the

zero-order Bessel function of the first kind, and i =
√
−1

is the imaginary unit [1]. Observe that µ
(i,j)
n,k = 1 when

W = 0, whereas µ
(i,j)
n,k → 0 as W → ∞. For simplicity,

MR = MT = M and NR = NT = N . Unless otherwise
specified, the remaining system parameters were W = 0.5,
N = 10, and γ = 5 dB. In JCR&AO, ϵ = 10−3 and I = 20.

In addition, two baseline schemes were considered for
comparison: a) Random Port Selection: we randomly generate
10NM feasible solutions and select that with the highest
channel capacity, and b) Conventional MIMO: we always
select the first port of each fluid antenna. Fig. 2 presents
the common legend for the following figures. Note also that
JCR&AO requires about 1-3 AO-iterations to converge, on
average, for all MIMO setups (see the captions of Figs. 3-5).

First of all, we examine the impact of the number of fluid
antenna ports on the channel capacity. In particular, Fig. 3
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Fig. 4. Channel capacity vs the average SNR per receive fluid antenna.
JCR&AO requires around 1-3 AO-iterations to converge, on average, for all
MIMO configurations.

Fig. 5. Channel capacity vs the size of fluid antennas per wavelength.
JCR&AO requires approximately 1-3 AO-iterations until convergence, on
average, for all MIMO setups.

shows that the optimal channel capacity (achieved by the ex-
haustive search) increases with the number of ports. Moreover,
the proposed algorithms achieve higher performance than the
two benchmarks in all simulation scenarios, with Conventional
MIMO having the lowest performance. Between JCR&RES
and JCR&AO, the former exhibits better performance com-
pared to the latter, but in exchange for higher computational
complexity (performance-complexity tradeoff). For N = 20,
the approximation ratio (defined as the ratio of the achieved to
the optimal channel capacity) per algorithm is: Conventional
MIMO {36, 44, 49}%, Random Port Selection {94, 83, 78}%,
JCR&AO {96, 92, 91}%, and JCR&RES {99, 96, 95}% for
M = 1, 2, 3, respectively.

Furthermore, Fig. 4 presents the channel capacity against
the average SNR at each receive fluid antenna. We can make
similar observations about the performance of algorithms as
in Fig. 3. Interestingly, JCR&RES and JCR&AO remain very
close to the global optimum for low to high SNR. In other
words, they show robustness over a wide range of SNR.5

5Although the upper bound in (10) becomes tight as ρ → 0, i.e., in the
low-SNR regime, the proposed algorithms work well in a wide range of SNR,
because both make use of the exact channel capacity, C(x,y), after solving
the JCR problem.

Finally, we investigate the effect of the size of fluid antennas
on the channel capacity. According to Fig. 5, the channel
capacity increases up to a point and then reaches a peak
value for large enough W (channel capacity saturation). This
is because the spatial-correlation parameters µ

(i,j)
n,k → 0 as

W → ∞. In addition, it is emphasized that significant gains
in comparison with Conventional MIMO can be attained even
when the fluid antenna ports are located very close to each
other, usually much less than half a wavelength; note that
the separation distance between the fluid antenna ports is
Wλ/(N − 1) = Wλ/9, which is approximately equal to
0.011λ ≪ 0.5λ for W = 0.1.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have dealt with the port selection in fluid-
MIMO systems to maximize the channel capacity. Specifically,
we have presented a new JCR problem and developed two
optimization algorithms with different tradeoffs between per-
formance and complexity. According to the numerical results,
the proposed algorithms achieve remarkable performance.
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