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Abstract—n this paper, we consider a tunable liquid convex
lens-assisted imaging receiver for indoor multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) visible light communication (VLC) systems.n this
paper, we consider a tunable liquid convex lens-assisted imaging
receiver for indoor multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) visi-
ble light communication (VLC) systems.I In contrast to existing
MIMO VLC receivers that rely on fixed optical lenses, the
proposed receiver leverages the additional degrees of freedom
offered by liquid lenses via adjusting both focal length and
orientation angles of the lens. This capability facilitates the mit-
igation of spatial correlation between the channel gains, thereby
enhancing the overall signal quality and leading to improved bit-
error rate (BER) performance. We present an accurate channel
model for the liquid lens-assisted VLC system by using three-
dimensional geometry and geometric optics. To achieve optimal
performance under practical conditions such as random receiver
orientation and user mobility, optimization of both focal length
and orientation angles of the lens are required. To this end, driven
by the fact that channel models are mathematically complex, we
present two optimization schemes including a blockwise machine
learning (ML) architecture that includes convolution layers to
extract spatial features from the received signal, long-short term
memory layers to predict the user position and orientation, and
fully connected layers to estimate the optimal lens parameters.
Numerical results are presented to compare the performance
of each scheme with conventional receivers. Results show that
a significant BER improvement is achieved when liquid lenses
and presented ML-based optimization approaches are used.
Specifically, the BER can be improved from 6x 102 to 1.4x 1073
at an average signal-to-noise ratio of 30 dB.

Index Terms—Visible light communication, multiple-input
multiple-output, liquid lens, imaging receiver.

I. INTRODUCTION

Next-generation wireless networks are expected to provide
exceptionally high data rates, ultra-low latency, and enhanced
security, surpassing the performance capabilities of current
wireless systems. In this context, visible light communication
(VLC) is positioned to play a pivotal role in future wireless
networks, serving as a promising technology that offers high
data rates, extremely low latency, and improved security,
especially for indoor short-range communication systems.
Compared to radio frequency (RF) communication, VLC can
achieve data rates of several terabits per second in indoor
environments, leveraging the extensive wavelength range of
the visible light spectrum, which spans from 380 nm to 780
nm [1]. Moreover, VLC systems are capable of simultane-
ously providing both energy-efficient lighting and high-speed
indoor communication by using low-cost light-emitting diodes
(LEDs) as transmitters, while photodiodes (PDs) are used as
receivers.
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Another significant challenge that prominently emerges
within the landscape of future wireless networks is meeting
the growing demand for seamless communication in an in-
creasingly interconnected world. In response to this evolv-
ing landscape, extensive research efforts have been dedi-
cated to advancing multi-user/multi-antenna communication
technologies. Often referred to as multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) systems, these technologies are designed to
elevate spectral efficiency through employing sophisticated
spatial multiplexing techniques [2]. In the context of VLC
networks, MIMO has emerged as a promising solution to
enhance data rates and improve link reliability by leveraging
the inherent high directivity of LED light patterns, coupled
with the strategic spatial placement of LEDs and PDs. In
particular, the inter-LED distance, LED placement geometry
(e.g., rectangular, circular, grid like), and the receiver geometry
(e.g., planer, hemispherical, pyramid) significantly influence
the performance [3], [4]. In the realm of MIMO VLC sys-
tems, the spatial modulation (SM) technique has garnered
significant attention due to its robust performance in highly
correlated channel conditions, especially when compared to
the spatial multiplexing technique [5]. As a generalized form
of SM, generalized spatial modulation (GSM) offers superior
transmission efficiency, making it a highly suitable candidate
for MIMO VLC applications [3]. Research has demonstrated
that GSM outperforms other modulation schemes in terms
of bit-error rate (BER) within the VLC domain [3]. Various
studies have since focused on enhancing the performance of
GSM-based VLC systems [6]-[8]. For instance, the work
presented in [6] introduces a flexible GSM scheme that dy-
namically adjusts modulation sizes across the LEDs and the
number of active LEDs, thereby improving the average symbol
error rate and spectral efficiency. Additionally, a spectral-
efficient GSM-based hybrid dimming scheme utilizing layered
asymmetrically clipped optical orthogonal frequency division
multiplexing is proposed in [7], which integrates both spatial-
domain and time-domain dimming strategies. Furthermore,
in [8], a group-based LED selection mechanism is proposed
to enhance link robustness by selectively excluding poorly
performing LEDs from the communication process.

However, achieving full diversity and spatial multiplexing
gains in MIMO systems requires maintaining a minimum
antenna separation of at least half the operating wavelength,
which presents a significant challenge for mobile devices
constrained by physical space limitations. In the context of
MIMO VLC systems, channel correlation is influenced by
several factors, including the spatial positioning of LEDs and
PDs, inter-element spacing, the radiation pattern of the LEDs,
and the field-of-view (FoV) of the PDs [3]. The inherently low
inter-LED and inter-PD spacing in practical VLC transmitters



and receivers, along with the use of planar transmitter/receiver
arrays, are primary contributors to the pronounced degrada-
tion in BER performance. To mitigate correlation among the
elements of the channel matrix, various techniques have been
explored, including optimizing transmitter and receiver geome-
tries, incorporating intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs), and
employing optical lenses. These approaches have demonstrated
significant improvements in reducing channel correlation and
enhancing overall system performance [4], [9]-[13]. In [4], an
angle diversity receiver utilizing pyramid and hemispherical
geometries is proposed to enhance signal reception capabilities
in VLC systems. The integration of IRSs within MIMO
VLC frameworks is systematically analyzed in [9] and [10],
highlighting their potential to improve spatial multiplexing
performance. Additionally, the adoption of an imaging re-
ceiver, equipped with an imaging lens, effectively mitigates
performance degradation by minimizing channel correlation,
as the lens facilitates the focusing of light beams emitted
from LEDs onto distinct PDs [11]. The performance attributes
of various lens types, including convex lenses, hemispherical
lenses, and fish-eye lenses, have been rigorously examined
in the literature, underscoring their respective contributions to
optimizing the efficiency and reliability of VLC systems [11]-
[13].

Recent advancements in optical lens technology have intro-
duced adaptable and tunable liquid lens architectures, which
offer promising potential for significantly enhancing communi-
cation efficiency by dynamically optimizing optical paths and
improving signal quality [14]-[20]. Among these innovations,
liquid crystal-based structures that adjust the refractive index
to manipulate light propagation direction have been thoroughly
examined within the field of VLC systems [14], [15]. In [14],
a liquid crystal-based IRS is employed as a VLC transmitter
to enhance data rate uniformity among users. Additionally,
in [15] and [16], a liquid crystal-based IRS is utilized at
the receiver to dynamically steer light beams toward the
effective area of the PD, thereby optimizing signal reception
and improving overall communication performance. Although
omitted in the context of VLC systems, several new non-
mechanical liquid lens architectures have been proposed that
can change the orientation and shape of the liquid surface
and hence can control the light propagation direction [17]-
[19]. Numerous non-mechanical electro-wetting surface-based
liquid lens architectures have been proposed in the literature,
such as those detailed in [17]. The authors in [18] introduced
an innovative three-dimensional beam steering methodology
that leverages an electro-wetting-based liquid lens in conjunc-
tion with a liquid prism, enhancing the precision of light
manipulation. In [19], the authors presented techniques for
one- and two-dimensional beam steering employing multiple
tunable liquid lenses, demonstrating significant advancements
in beam control capabilities. Furthermore, recent research has
explored the integration of liquid lens systems with mechanical
structures to achieve enhanced dynamic beam steering func-
tionalities [20]. In [20], an adaptable liquid lens is studied
which has three degrees of freedom i.e., focal length, azimuth
angle, and polar angle. The adjustment of focal length is
facilitated by the application of a vertical mechanical force

on a ring positioned around the liquid, while a mechanical
framework employs magnetic forces to enable tilting of the
ring, allowing for precise modulation of both azimuth and
polar angles [20]. It is identified that a combination of such
liquid lenses with imaging receivers and optimization of lens
parameters can provide a robust solution for MIMO VLC
systems under dynamic conditions. In particular, by adjusting
the focal length and orientation angles of the lens, the MIMO
receivers can focus light beams coming from LEDs on to
separated PDs such that interference is minimized and can
achieve full multiplexing gains.

User mobility and random receiver orientations resulting
from human activities, such as sitting and walking, signifi-
cantly influence the performance of VLC systems, as these
movements induce temporal variations in channel gains. De-
signing a receiver that maintains robust communication under
these dynamic conditions presents considerable challenges.
Furthermore, the ability to predict system parameters for future
time instances and to optimize accordingly is critical, as it
enables systems to mitigate processing delays and enhance
overall communication efficiency. However, in practical indoor
environments, user mobility and random receiver orienta-
tions often deviate from the assumptions underlying existing
mathematical models. Consequently, traditional methods for
estimating user positions and receiver orientations, along with
parameter optimization schemes derived from theoretical mod-
els, may yield suboptimal performance gains. This discrepancy
underscores the necessity for adaptive approaches that account
for real-world dynamics in order to enhance the effective-
ness of VLC systems. To address these challenges, data-
driven machine learning (ML)-based solutions have emerged
as promising methodologies [21]-[23]. In [21], ML-based
precise 3D positioning and orientation estimation techniques
for VLC have been proposed. In addition, intelligent systems
that can predict the user position and orientation for future
time instance and accordingly optimize system parameters
have received the attention of researchers [22], [23]. In [22],
an ML-based user path and orientation prediction scheme has
been proposed to optimize system parameters of an indoor
VLC system. In [23], average received power levels were used
to predict the user blockage and accordingly optimized the
beamforming matrix of VLC/RF hybrid systems. However,
to the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first study
that uses liquid lenses for MIMO VLC systems and optimizes
lens parameters using a prediction-based ML architecture to
achieve better performance under user mobility and random
receiver orientations.

In this paper, we investigate an indoor MIMO VLC system
that incorporates a liquid convex lens-assisted imaging re-
ceiver, by utilizing GSM to facilitate information transmission.
The use of GSM in our system is motivated by its superior
BER performance in VLC systems compared to other MIMO
schemes such as SMP, space shift keying (SSK), generalized
SSK, and SM, as well as its high transmission efficiency [3].
Additionally, GSM is a generalized scheme, with SSK and
SMP serving as special cases of GSM. In contrast to the
static conditions commonly examined in existing literature,
this work focuses on dynamic environments characterized



by user mobility and unpredictable receiver orientations. We
propose the integration of an adjustable liquid convex lens
at the receiver to enhance system performance and ensure
superior coverage across a wide range of dynamic conditions.
A comprehensive analysis of the channel gain under these
practical scenarios is provided. To optimize system perfor-
mance, we adjust the focal length and orientation angles of the
liquid lens, employing two optimization schemes: a prediction-
based block-wise ML architecture and a nearest LED se-
lection approach. Additionally, we introduce two baseline
techniques—exhaustive search and a vertically upward lens
configuration—for comparative analysis. The ML architecture
encompasses multiple components, including position and
orientation estimation, position and orientation prediction, and
optimization of lens parameters, demonstrating near-optimal
results. Our contributions are summarized as follows:

e We propose a liquid convex lens model designed to
enhance channel gains in the MIMO VLC system, while
effectively minimizing channel gain correlation across a
broad spectrum of user mobility and random receiver
orientation scenarios. Furthermore, we establish a robust
mathematical framework to accurately characterize the
individual channel gains of the proposed system, incor-
porating key parameters such as user position, receiver
orientation, lens focal length, and lens orientation.

o We formulate an optimization problem to minimize the
BER of the liquid lens-assisted MIMO VLC system by
adjusting the focal length and the orientation angles of
the liquid lens. In particular, the lens parameters are
constrained by hardware limitations of the lens. To solve
the formed problem, two optimization schemes including
a prediction-based block-wise ML architecture (PBML)
and the closest LED selection (CLS) are proposed.
The PBML architecture includes a position and receiver
orientation estimation, position and receiver orientation
prediction, and parameter optimization blocks. Our ML
architecture can be trained block-wise and is capable of
predicting the position and orientation of the receiver and
optimizing system parameters accordingly to achieve near
optimal results.

o Results reveal that the use of liquid lenses in MIMO VLC
systems is helpful to improve the BER performance under
user mobility and random receiver orientation conditions.
Moreover, the presented PBML architecture is capable
of achieving near-optimal results and has a significant
performance improvement compared to other schemes.
Our solution can obtain optimal lens parameters in a
low time duration and has shown robustness under a
wide range of dynamic conditions. Also, the position
and orientation prediction technique helps to apply the
solution in many practical conditions where optimization
for a future time instance is required.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In
Section II, the system model and the associated liquid lens
architecture, user mobility and random receiver orientation
models are presented. Section III characterizes the MIMO
VLC channel and presents useful expressions to analyze the
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Fig. 1. (a) Liquid lens-assisted imaging receiver-based MIMO VLC system.
(b) Liquid lens-assisted imaging receiver.

channel gains under dynamic conditions. In Section IV, the
optimization problem to minimize the BER by adjusting lens
parameters is presented and optimization schemes including an
PBML architecture to obtain optimal lens parameters are also
presented. Numerical results for various system parameters
are presented in Section V. Finally, conclusions are drawn
in Section VL.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we provide the details of the considered
MIMO VLC system model, the adopted liquid lens architec-
ture, the employed MIMO technique, the channel model, the
mobility and the receiver orientation models.

A. Network Topology

We consider an indoor MIMO VLC system consisting of
a ceiling mounted N; number of square LED luminaries,
each with side length d;s and inter-LED distance of d;, that
illuminate the room of size X,,m x Y,,m x Z,,m and transmit
data to a mobile device as shown in Fig. 1(a). Let OXY Z be
the room’s coordinate frame. The coordinates of the geometric

center of the i-th LED is P; = (zf,yF, 2F) with respect to
(w.rt.) OXY Z frame. The mobile device is equipped with
an imaging receiver which includes N, number of square
PDs, each with side length d,s placed on a plane with inter-
PD distance d,, [11]. The coordinates of the center of the
PD plane are Py = (zRr,YR, zr) w.rt. OXY Z frame. We
denote the receiver’s coordinate frame as O’ X’Y’Z’. In order
to focus light beams on the PDs and to minimize interference,
areconfigurable convex lens [11] is placed on the receiver such
that its centroid is fixed at a distance of dj.,, on the z-axis of
the O'X'Y'Z’ frame as shown in Fig. 1(b). In this work, we
consider the random receiver orientation and user mobility,
and hence, the receiver’s coordinate frame, O’ X'Y’Z’, can be
subjected to an azimuth angle of #r and polar angle of ¢p
w.rt. OXY Z frame!.

B. Liquid Lens Architecture

The proposed liquid lens architecture used in this paper is
shown in Fig. 2, in which a chamber is filled with a liquid and
by changing the magnetic force applied on an annular metal

I'The size of the PD array is selected such that the formed light spots can
be focused on to the PD array for all the user positions and orientations.
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ring on the surface, the orientation and the shape of the convex
surface can be adjusted [20]. In the proposed liquid lens
architecture, the focal length of the lens, f, can be adjusted
by varying the vertical force applied on the annular ring [20].
Moreover, the azimuth angle, 8 and polar angle, ¢; of the
lens can be adjusted w.r.t. O'X'Y'Z’ frame by varying the
force applied on the magnet and the driving ring to focus light
spots from the LEDs onto the imaging receiver, and hence, to
improve the system’s performance [20]. Further, we denote
a coordinate frame in the center of the lens as O X"Y"Z"
that will be useful in deriving channel gains.

C. GSM Scheme

We use GSM to convey information to the MIMO receiver.
In GSM, bits are conveyed through modulation symbols sent
on active LEDs as well as through LED activation patterns [3].
In a single channel use, N, out of N, LEDs are selected to
be activated, and each active LED emits an M-ary intensity
modulated symbol from the set of intensity levels M where
the m-th intensity level, I,,,, can be expressed as [3]

21 Pm
Im_M—|—1’ m=12,...
where M = |[M]|, and Ip is the mean optical power emitted.
Hence, the total number of bits conveyed per channel use
(bpcu) is [3]

N,
Ngsm = {105;2( N; )J + Ngllogy M| bpcu.  (2)

M, 6]

The transmit signal vector of dimension N; x 1 is x =
[x1 2 zn,]T, where z; € {M U0} is the transmit
signal at the i-th luminary. The N, x 1 received signal vector
y in the electrical domain at the receiver can be expressed as

y = arHx + n, 3)

where « is the electrical-to-optical conversion efficiency of
LEDs, and r is the responsivity of PDs. H is the N, x N; di-
mentional optical channel gain matrix whose (j,¢)-th element,
h; ;. is the optical channel gain from the ¢-th LED luminary
to the j-th PD, and n = [n; ng ny,]T is the noise
vector, where each element n; is real AWGN noise with zero
mean and variance o2. The average signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
can be expressed as

2The liquid lens uses liquids and materials that result in low fluid frictions
and the lens can be adjusted in several milliseconds’ time, which is less than
the coherence time of the indoor VLC setup [24]. The transient effect analysis
of the lens adjustment is an interesting future research direction.

0_2N Z]E{hx 4)

where h; is the j-th row of the matrix H, and E{-} is the
expectation operator, respectively.

We use maximum likelihood detection at the receiver. Let
Stz = {x1,%X2, - ,x1} be the set of all possible transmit
signal vectors for a given GSM scheme. The maximum likeli-
hood detection rule for VLC MIMO systems can be expressed

as
x = argmin ||y — arHx||*. )

XEST

D. Channel Model

In this subsection, we explain the light propagation model
used in our setup. The optical channel gain h; ; from the i-th
LED to the j-th PD can be expressed as [11]

h _ hLoS hlen (6)

1,7

where hF° is the line-of-sight (LoS) light propagation model
from the i-th LED luminaire to the aperture of the imaging
lens, and hieJ” is the imaging channel gain between the i-th
luminaire and the j-th PD. The LoS light propagation in an
indoor VLC system is deterministic in nature and the well-
known Lambertian model is used to obtain A2 [5]. The LoS
channel gain from i-th luminaire to the centroid of the aperture
of the lens can be expressed as

o (m + 1)AL m (bz
hEoS = W cos™ (60;) cos(¢;)IL o (7
where m = —1In(2)/In(cos(6;/2)) is the Lambertian order

of the LED, Aj is the aperture area of the lens, d; is the
Euclidean distance between the centroid of the ¢-th LED and
the centroid of the lens, and 6, /5 is the half-power semi-angle
of the LEDs. Furthermore, #; is the irradiance angle of the
i-th LED, ¢, is the incident angle at the lens from the i-th
LED, ¢pov is the field-of-view (FoV) of the PD, and II(x) is
the rectangular function which is zero for |z| > 0.5 while one
for |z| < 0.5. To obtain hi‘?]", we use a geometric approach as
explained in the Subsection III-C.

E. Mobility and Random Receiver Orientation

The practical conditions such as mobility and random re-
ceiver orientation have a significant impact on the performance
of the liquid lens-assisted MIMO VLC systems. In order to
account for such conditions and to model in a more practical
sense, we use the following user mobility and random receiver
orientation models.

1) Mobility Model: To model human motion in an indoor
environment, clothoid and optimal control-based models have
been used [22], [23]. A clothoid satisfies the differential
equations given by

x(s) = cosOg(s), (3)
y(s) = sinfgr(s), 9)

and

9R(s) = Ko + K15, (10)



with the following initial conditions, i.e.,
.1‘(0) = Zo, 93(0) :90, (11)

where (zg,yo) is the initial position of the user, and 6 is
the initial azimuth angle, respectively. The parameter xq is
the initial curvature, x; is the sharpness of the curve and
s represents the curvilinear abscissa. From this system, the
parametric expressions of a clothoid coordinate can be defined
as

y(0) = o,

* 1
x(s)zxo—i—/ cos (90—|—u+2m,u2> du, (12)
0
and
i I
y(s)=wo+ [ sin{0p+p+grmp)dp,  (13)
0

where p is the integration variable that is used to integrate from
the initial point to the curve length s. To model the randomness
of the user movements, we assume that user trajectories are
generated through a random Gaussian process with zero mean
and variance o2

2) Random Receiver Orientation Model: To model the
random receiver orientation, we consider a realistic model as
presented in [24]. In addition, the polar angle of the mobile de-
vice is independent of the azimuth angle and the user position.
According to the model, the polar angle of the receiver for the
walking scenario follows a Gaussian distribution, and adjacent
samples are time-correlated. To capture this time-correlation, a
correlated Gaussian random process can be used. A first-order
linear autoregressive (AR) model is used to generate the k-th
sample of the polar angle, which is expressed as

oh = co+ 1ol ! +wk, (14)

where ¢ is the biased level, ¢; is the constant factor of the
AR, and w* is the white Gaussian noise with variance Ufu [24].
The parameters of the AR model in (14) can be calculated as

co = (1 —c1)E(6%), (15)
Ts
TC7 Te,¢
C1 :R¢R( TTR) R7 (16)
and
on=0-c)o3,, (17)

where E(¢%) denotes the mean value of ¢%, Ry, (+) is the
auto-correlation function T, ¢y is the coherence time, T is
the sampling time, and o2 #r 1s the variance of d)k The azimuth
angle at the receiver and for the k-th instance (i.e., 0’“) is the
angle between the user’s moving direction and the x-axis in
the room’s coordinate frame OXY Z.

III. MIMO VLC CHANNEL CHARACTERIZATION

In this section, we present an in-depth analysis of the
channel model for the liquid lens-assisted MIMO VLC sys-
tem by employing three-dimensional geometric modeling and
geometric optics principles. Initially, we derive the rotation
matrices, the unit normal vectors of the receiver and lens,
and the spatial positions of the PDs relative to the room’s
coordinate frame. Finally, the LoS light propagation, hiLOS ,

and the imaging channel gain, hiej” are evaluated.

A. Preliminary results

In this section, we state some preliminary results, which
will assist in the derivation of the main analytical framework.
To begin with, the unit normal vector to the receiver, 75, is
derived in the following Lemma.

Lemma 1. The unit normal vector of the PD plane, 7y, is
given by
clrsor
,f’R - SQRS¢R B
COR

where 0r and ¢pr represent the rotation angles of the re-
ceiver’s coordinate frame around its Z- and Y -axes, respec-
tively, cf = cos 6, and s6 = sin 6.

Proof. See Appendix A. O

(18)

In the following Remark, we calculate the coordinates of
the j-th PD i.e., P and the center of the lens i.e. Pm,, W.L.L.
the room’s coordlnates OXYZ.

Remark 1. The coordinates of the j-th PD, Pj and of the
center of the lens, Py, w.rt. the frame OXY Z, are given
by

R Zj 2R + zlclrcdr — ylsOp
Pj = Y| = yR+I],%S@RC¢R+yZ%CQR s (19)
zj 2R — TSR
and
R Tlen TR+ dlenceRS¢R
Plen = |Yen| = |Yr + dlenseRS(bR ) (20)
Zlen ZR + dlenc¢R

respectively, where [xfz ij 07 be the coordinates of the
j-th PD of the imaging receiver w.r.t. receiver’s coordinate

Sframe O'X'Y'Z'.

Proof. Let [:vj2 y 0]7 be the coordinates of the j-
th PD of the imaging receiver w.rt. receiver’s coordi-
nate frame O'X'Y’Z’'. We assume that the X' axis of
the receiver lies in the direction of the user mobility
for mathematical tractability. The position of the j-th PD
w.rt. the frame OXYZ can be found by the relation
P; = ORfl(GR,(j)R)[xf' yit 0" + Pg. In addition, the
coordinates of the center of the lens w.r.t. room’s co-
ordinate frame can be similarly calculated as Plen =

R Y0k, ¢r)0 0 dien)” + Php. O

The unit normal vector of the lens, 7),,,,, is derived in the
following Lemma.

Lemma 2. The unit normal vector of the lens, 7)., is given

by

crcprelrsdr — sOrsOLsor + cOrsPredr

sOpcorclrsgr + cOpstpsor + sOrspredr |
—s¢relLsgr + coredr

where 01, and ¢, depict the rotation angles of the lens around

its Z'- and Y'-axes by using its tilting mechanism.

Proof. See Appendix B. O

Mien = (21)
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B. Calculation of hto%

We firstly assess the LoS channel gain from the i-th lu-
minaire to the centroid of the aperture of the lens. Towards
this direction, Ay, d;, 6;, and ¢; need to be calculated at
each orientation and position instances of the receiver and
the lens during the dynamic conditions. The effective area
A for a circular convex lens can be calculated with the
simple relation 772, where r = k,f is the radius of the
lens which is a functlon of f and kn is a constant depen-
dent on the refractive index of the liquid and the contact
angle [20]. The distance between the i-th luminary and the
lens is d; = H]A)l - Plen”- To calculate #; and ¢;, first, we
define the unit pointing vector from the midpoint of the lens
to the midpoint of the ¢-th luminary that can be expressed as
N = %. Now, the irradiance angle can be calculated
as 0; = cos™! (f);;-[0 0 1]7) and the incident angle is the
angle between two unit vectors, 7); ;, and 7),.,, which is given
by ¢; = cos™! (7, - Tey,)- Substituting these parameters into
(7), it can be expressed as

k ° f2 L — zr —d enc¢ " ~ ~
- ||-(P PR HWerd R) (ni,l : nlen) , (22)
len

LoS __

where kros = (m + 1)k2/2 is a constant.

C. Calculation of hﬁ.eﬂ

In order to calculate hiej” the projected effective area of

the ¢-th LED luminary on the j-th PD is required. Towards
this direction, in the following Lemma, the coordinates of the
focal point at the image plane and crossing point at the PD
plane due to each vertex of ¢-th LED luminary are derived.

Lemma 3. The coordinates of the focal point at the image
plane and crossing point at the PD plane due to each vertex
of i-th LED luminary are given by

Pimg,qi = AT‘efﬁ'r‘ef,qi =+ 'fllenv (23)

and

P5P0t7‘Ii = )\SPOt’f’ref,qi + Ifllenv (24)

respectively, where

1

Mrefaq = n [ﬁlen X (Mhen X ﬁqml)]

. 1, . ; .
- nlen\/l - ;?(nlen X T’qi,l) ’ (nlen X "7q7-,,z)a (25)

ny is the relative refractive index of the liquid, and A,y is a
constant.

Proof. See Appendix C. O

This process can be iterated to obtain position vectors of
¢, Vi which are required to calculate hle]"

The area of the light spot formed for the i-th
LED on the PD plane can be obtained by using
the Shoelace formula [25], and can be expressed as
a = 5 (|4} x Bj| + |B; x C{| 4+ |C{ x D;| + |Dj x Aj]).
Then, hle" = @, where §; is the area of the j-th PD,
and o; N BJ is the area of intersection between the light spot
generated due the i-th LED and the j-th PD.

IV. BER MINIMIZATION

In this section, we formulate an optimization problem aimed
at minimizing the BER by determining the optimal focal
length and orientation angles of the proposed liquid lens. To
address this problem, we propose two solution methodologies:
a prediction-based blockwise ML framework and a nearest-
LED selection strategy.

Initially, the exact BER corresponding to ML detection
in (5) of the GSM-based VLC system is difficult to derive
in closed-form. However, we derive a tight upper bound on
the BER of the ML detector based on the pairwise error
probability (PEP) analysis as in [3]. The PEP which the
receiver decides in favor of the signal vector x,, when x,
was transmitted can be written as [3]

H(x, —
PEP,,, = PEP(x, — X, |H) = Q (WH (XQ"’ X””') ,
' g
(26)
where Q(z) = = [ exp du is the Gaussian Q-
function and the BER is upper bounded as [3]

BERgEEﬁ
7| H(Xm =%y )|
20 ’

27)

where dg(x,y) is the Hamming distance between x and y.

We consider the problem of minimizing the BER upper
bound in (27) with the focal length f, the azimuth angle 6,
and the polar angle ¢, of the reconfigurable liquid convex lens
as the optimization variables. The corresponding optimization
problem can be formulated as P1 i.e,

2MgsmQMNgsm

= 27795m § § dH Xnuxn

ngsm m—1 n—1
n#m

(P1) minimize BER(f, 0L, ¢1) (28a)
P, /0L, 9L

subject to  f™i" < f < fmar (28b)

amzn < GL < emam’ (28C)

PP < dp < PP, (284d)



where p denotes the indices of the certain LED activation.
Problem P1 is non-convex w.r.t. the optimization variables
and can be solved using mixed monotonic programming [26].
Even though the number of optimization variables in P1 is
small, this approach as well as other conventional optimization
algorithms still have prohibitive computational complexity for
online resource allocation. In particular, the channel gain cal-
culations required to evaluate the objective of problem P1, are
highly complex as they involve finding the intersection area of
each light spot on the PD plane and each PD. Moreover, such
calculations should be repeated for all possible (f,0r,¢r)
pairs. On the other hand, prediction-based ML solutions are
attractive for this problem, since they can predict optimized
parameters for future time-instance, exploiting time correlated
user positions and random receiver orientations-which is useful
in online resource allocation [23]. The optimal parameter pre-
diction for future time-instance is promising in this setup, as
the system can adjust the lens with prior knowledge of optimal
parameters, minimizing the communication performance gaps
induced by the transient behavior of the lens. To this end,
we propose two solution approaches including (z) the PBML
scheme, and (i7) the CLS scheme, and subsequently compare
their performance with two baseline schemes, namely vertical
upward lens orientation (VULO) and exhaustive search.

A. PBML Scheme

We present an artificial neural network (ANN)-based ML
solution approach to obtain optimal lens parameters. To solve
the P1 problem, different ML solutions including multi-
layer perceptrons, convolution layers, long-short term memory
(LSTM) layers, grated recurrent layers, and reinforcement
learning can be used [27]. However, our ML architecture is
greatly motivated by presenting a lightweight ML architecture,
that can limit the online resource allocation. Moreover, our ML
approach is motivated to achieve twofold advances compared
to other schemes, such as 1) the position and orientation
can be estimated from the ML structure itself and no other
position estimation mechanism is required?, and 2) predicting
user positions and orientations for a future time instance
and accordingly optimize system parameters for future time
instance. To this end, a lightweight ANN comprised of three
blocks is used as illustrated in Fig. 4. The blockwise ANN
is motivated to achieve higher training efficiency and to
achieve better prediction accuracy [28]. The first block is
responsible for position and orientation estimation. To this
end, a convolutional neural network (CNN) which has several
convolution layers followed by fully connected layers is used
due to the CNN’s ability to efficiently extract spatial features
from a matrix [29]. The second block predicts the user position
and orientation for a future time instance using previous
samples of user position and orientation. This block is made
with several LSTM layers, and bidirectional LSTM (BiLSTM)
layers due to LSTM’s/BiLSTM’s ability to act as a memory
and efficency in time series predictions [30]. The third block

3Since receiver position, receiver orientation, and channel states are not
required for lens parameter optimization in PBML, it can be directly applied
following the training process.

predicts the optimal lens orientation and the focal length for a
given position and orientation using a ANN. The main input
to the ANN is a matrix where each value represents the time
averages received power at each PD. The outputs of the ANN
include the orientation angles, the focal length of the liquid
lens, and the LED activation pattern. In the following, we
explain in detail each block of the ANN architecture.

1) Position and Orientation Estimation: This block esti-
mates the user position and orientation by using the received
average power matrix, denoted as I; as the input. The value at
the (4;, j;)-th index of the matrix I, is calculated by averaging
the received optical power at the (i;, j;)-th indexed PD over a
time durations of Nt 4 time slots. The dimension of the input
matrix, I, is v/N, x +/N,. In order to extract spatial features
from the received matrix, two convolution layers followed
by two max-pooling layers, and flatten layer are used. First,
I; is 2D convoluted with N; number of Ny x Nj 1 size
kernels denoted by K.,, where c; is the index of the kernal
with no padding and stride equal to 1, in order to generate
N; number of features maps, each having the dimension
of (v/N, — Nk1+ 1) x (/N — Ng1 + 1). From the 2D
convolution, the (i, , j., )-th element of the k., -th feature map
can be expressed as

Z Z K01 xmyz

r;=1y;=1
X Ii[icl —x; + 17jcr

qu ic1s Jei)

-y +1]. (29)

Next, the rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation function
is used, and the output is given by FjFU[i.  j. ]
max{Fy,_ [ic;,jc,] + bi,, j.,,0} where b; ;. 1is a bias.
Output matrices of the first convolution layer, are then sent
through an N7 number of max-pooling layers of the dimension
Nm 1 X Ny, 1 with stride Nm’l and the output dimensions are
1(F Ni1+1) % 1(\/WT—NM-H).In the second
convolutlon layer, the outputs are convoluted with Ny number
of Nj o X Ny o size kernels with no padding and stride equal
to 1 to generate N X No number of convolution layers of size
( (r Nigi1+1)—Nio+1)x ( (\/7 Npi+1)—
Ny, 2+1) From the 2D convolution, the (202 , Je )-th element of
the k,-th feature map, Fy, [icy, Je,] can be expressed similar
to (29) by replacing e, With i.,, jo, with j.,, VN, with
- L (N, — Ng1 + 1), K., with K,,, and I; with I,
wﬁere K., is the kernel matrix, and I., is the input matrices
to the second convolution layer, respectively. Next, the ReLU
activation function is used, and the output is /Ui, j.,] =
max{Fy,_ [ic,,je,] + bi., j.,,0}. The generatec21 matrices are
sent through N7 x N» second set of max-pooling layers which
has the dimension of N, X ng with stride Ny, 2, and
hence, the output dlmemlon is N ( N (VN — Nk 1+
1) = Nea+1) X 5~ (2= (V Ny — Nk1+1) Ni2+1).
Then, the generated feature map is converted to an 1D array
of the size N1 No(x— (5= (V N, = Ng1+1) = Np2 +1))°
using a flatten layer Next "the feature map is sent through two
fully connected layers with a ReLU activation function and of
sizes Ny and Ny 5 to obtain the current receiver position and
orientation. The number of nodes in the output layer is five.




Input matrix
Convolution
Input layer + Max-pooling
RelLU

Position and orientation estimation

Convolution
+ ~ . Flatten  Fully Fully  Output
RelLU Max-pooling layer connected connected |ayer

Position

Orientation

Parameter optimization

Lens orientation
+

focal length

Fully Fully

Output layer

Fully
connected connected connected

Position and orientation prediction

-

O O

|0}
o m O =

Position

Orientation

Time .
distributed B:LSTM Repttaat ITSTM
dense layer ayer vector layer

Fig. 4. Proposed CNN-LSTM-based ML architecture.

That includes (x,y, z) coordinates of the receiver position as
well as the O and ¢R.

2) Position and Orientation Prediction: This block is de-
signed to predict the user position and orientation for a
future time instance. In particular, we collect N; samples of
estimated user position and orientation values upto the n-th
time instance obtained from the position and orientation block
as inputs and predict the user position and orientation for the
(n + 1)-th time instance. The input layer consists of 5 x Ny
nodes while the output layer consists 5 nodes. In order to
obtain the user position and the orientation for the (n + 1)-th
time instance, a recurrent neural network consisting of a long-
short term memory (LSTM) layer with N; ; elements, a repeat
vector with [V, ;1 nodes, a bidirectional LSTM (BiLSTM) with
N 2 elements, and a time distributed dense layer with Ny 7 is
used. The use of BILSTM layers is helpful to obtain predicted
user locations efficiently. In BiLSTM layers, two LSTMs are
used for forward and backward propagation. Finally, the output
layer provides (z,y, z) coordinates of the receiver position as
well as the 6 and ¢ for n-th time instance.

3) Parameter Optimization: In this block, the predicted
user positions and receiver orientations obtained from the
position and orientation prediction block are used as inputs
to obtain an optimized lens orientation and LED activation
pattern. For this purpose, a regression model is implemented,
where three dense layers with Npi, Nps, and Nps nodes
are used in a cascade. The ReLU activation function is used
in each layer. The output layer consists of 3 nodes to obtain
optimal 0, ¢, and f.

The outputs of all dense layers are denoted as x(P1) €
RVp1 x(D2) ¢ RNp2 apd %x(P3) ¢ RNDps, They can be
written as

PV = frery (Wlec(s) + le) , (30)
P = freo (Wook®V +kpz), 6D

and
Y = frerU (WDsfi(DQ) + sz) ; (32)

where %(®) is the vector that includes predicted user posi-
tions and receiver orientations, Wp; € RC*Np1) W, €
RNp1xNp2) and Wp3 € RWVp2XNb3) are the weight vec-
tors, kp; € RVp1, kpy € RV¥P2, and kps € RVP3 are the
bias vectors, and y is the output vector.

4) Training Phase: In the training phase, block-wise train-
ing is considered. To train the position and orientation es-
timation block, a set of average received power matrices
sampled during the user mobility and the time-correlated
random receiver orientation as described in the Section II-E are
used and corresponding (z,y, z) coordinates of the receiver,
Or, and ¢p are used as training labels. To train the position
and orientation prediction block, user positions and receiver
orientation in a window of size N are considered as inputs,
while user positions and receiver orientations at the next time
slot are considered as training labels. The regression model for
parameter optimization is trained by considering user positions
and receiver orientations at each time slot as inputs, while
taking optimal 01, ¢, and f obtained from an exhaustive
search for training labels. In the exhaustive search, to find the
optimal parameters, an iterative search technique that includes
coarse and fine-tuning was used.

To achieve training in each block, initial values for the
network weights @ are set. Forward propagation is applied
to obtain the output vector y for a selected input from the
training set. The mean squared error (MSE) between y and a
vector containing optimum parameters ygo is used as the loss
function, which is expressed as

B
0= 5 3 1y ol (33)
im=1

where B is the mini-batch size of the training, yo includes
optimum training labels obtained from the exhaustive search,
and 0 is updated for training batches using the stochastic
gradient descent algorithm that can be expressed as 01 :=
0 — eV p(0), where ¢, is the learning rate.

It is noted that the position and orientation estimation block,
and the parameter optimization can be trained one time prior
to the use and no retraining is required again as the trained ML



architecture is valid for a given LED placement and receiver
architecture. However, the position and orientation prediction
block may need frequent updates or retraining depending
on the indoor environment, since this block’s performance
depends on human mobility and receiver orientation patterns.
Upon the complete restructuring of the indoor environment
(e.g., rearrangement of the lab environment, class orientation
etc.) updates may be required to achieve high accuracy. How-
ever, our blockwise architecture avoids retraining the whole
model.

5) Computational Complexity Analysis: Now, we explain
the computational complexity involved with the PBML
scheme. To this end, the number of calculations involved in
each block in terms of multiplication operations and summa-
tion operations are presented. The total number of calculations
involved in the block B; is expressed as N, = N }gi“l +N Jffr’?t
in which the Ng“l is the number of multiplication operations,
Ngi™ is the summation operations, and B; = 1,2,and 3
denotes the position and orientation estimation, the posi-
tions and orientation prediction, and parameter optimization
blocks, respectively. N{"“! (excluding activation functions,
max-pooling operations, and flattening operations which are
low complex) is expressed as [31]

Ny = NyNZ, (VN = Ny +1)2

1 2
+ N1 N2 N2, (N(\/ﬁ,. — Ng1+1) = Ngo+ 1)
m,1

2
1
+ Ny 1N1No ((\/ Ny = Np1+1) = N2+ 1)
Nm,le,Z
+ NyiNyp2 + 5Ny, (34)
and N7 is
N"™=Ni(/N, = Npa + 1) +Np1+Npo+5 - (39)

1 2
+ NN, <N(\/NT —Ng1+1)— Nio+ 1) .
m,1

NQ’”“l (excluding activation functions) is expressed as [31]
Ngmﬂ 24(6Nl’1 + Nl2’1)+8NT’1(Nl’1(Nl,1 +Nl}2) + N12,2)
+ 5N, 2, (36)
and N5™™ is

N3 = 4(6Ni 1+ NP1 ) +8N51 (Nit (Nia+Nig) +N7o) +5.
(37)

Nl (excluding activation functions) can be expressed as
[31]

Nt = 5Npy 4+ Np1Npe + NpaNps + 3Np3,  (38)
and NJ" is expressed as
N3""™ = Np1 4+ Npa + Nps + 3. (39)

We note that despite expressions in (34), (35), (36), (37), (38),
and (39) are complex, the number of nodes in each layer
are finite and small, and hence, the proposed PBML scheme
can perform accurately in online optimization in a short time
duration.

B. CLS Scheme

Towards achieving analytical tractability, this subsection
introduces a low-complexity solution aimed at simplifying the
performance evaluation process. This is motivated by the fact
that the objective function of problem P1 is equivalent to
maximizing the term, ||H(x,, — x,)|| where x,, and x,, are
two distinct transmit signal vectors from the set of all possible
transmit signal vectors. Hence, the sparsity of H(«, 0y, ¢1.)
needs to be increased. Furthermore, we observe that the
objective function is often decreased the most by increasing the
largest value of H(a, 0z, ¢1) even further. The largest value
of the channel gain matrix H corresponds to the shortest LED-
receiver link, and when the lens is oriented towards the closest
LED, it maximizes this gain, thereby optimizing the system’s
BER performance. Based on this observation, we adjust the
orientation angles of the lens, #; and ¢, such that the axis
of the lens is aligned with the closest LED to the lens. This
is achieved by selecting the LED that satisfies the condition

(40)

¢* = argmin d;,
1

where d; is the Euclidean distance from the i-th LED to the
mid-point of the lens of the receiver. This alignment ensures
that the lens focuses on the LED that provides the strongest
received signal, improving the overall system performance. In
the following Lemma, analytical expressions for the orienta-
tion angles are derived, conditioned on the location of the
closest LED.

Lemma 4. in the context of the proposed CLS scheme, the
rotation angle of the lens around the Y'-and Z'-axes are given

by
o1 = cos™! (azsR <Zzl")> )
dy
and
O (Lzten ) — sop (2opmes)
6, =sin~* = 21* , (42)
\/1 _ C(bR (21*;flﬁn)

respectively, where (Tixy Yixy Zix) depict the
coordinate of the selected i*-th LED, and d; =
V(@i — Tien)? + Wir — Yien)? + (2ir — 2ien)? denotes
the distance to the closest LED from the lens.
Proof. See Appendix D. O

In the context of the proposed CLS scheme, the focal length,
f, is selected such that the light coming from the closest LED
that goes through the lens is focused on to the plane of the
PD array. In other words, f is adjusted such that the distance
between the lens and the light spot formed due to the closest
LED is equal to f. This selection is motivated by the fact
that the channel gain from the closest LED to a PD reaches
its maximum value when its light spot is focused optimally
on the PD plane, thereby increasing the norm in the BER
expression and improving the BER value. Hence, the selected
focal length in this scheme is p

* len

= = —. 43)
Mien " MR



With the help of (18) and (21), (43) can be simplified as TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS.
d
*_ len
- e . e : Symbol Value Symbol | Value | Symbol | Value
Tix —Tien Yix —Yien Zi* —Zlen
OrSPr ( - )+S€RS¢R ( a;- )+C¢R < - ) p 15 g | 10° | Neo | 2
(44) Ap 1x10~* m? Ip 1 N2 1
<] 90° men 1 cm N 20
C. Benchmark Schemes 91;02‘/ 500 Jjjmax 5 om N; 30
In this subsection, we present two benchmark schemes to r 0.75 A/IW o 0° Nysa 20
: : s Ny = N, 16 [ 360° N 20
rigorously evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed optimiza- ¢ — TWIA ¢L : oo ]\/;’2 0
tion frameworks. The first scheme, denoted as VULO, main- dro 007 m Brven T 30° Nll1 0
tains the lens in a fixed vertically upward position, regardless ds 0.25 m o, 10° N2 10
of user location or receiver orientation, thus serving as an diz 0.5 m Teop 1 ms Na,1 10
extremely low-complexity solution. Conversely, the second ‘1]\7 5 g‘m ]\’;ﬂ 0.1 % D1 4318
. . k1 D2
beqchmark, rfeferred to as Exhaustwe S@arch, pr0v1de§ the N, 5 Nt i Nbs 30
optimal solution by evaluating all possible configurations,
thereby achieving the best performance at the expense of ’ 7o ’ 7o
. . . . Light spots Light spots
substantially increased computational complexity. 2 : 2 o
1) VULO Scheme: We consider orienting the axis of the 1 1
lens of the receiver vertically upward along the z axis of  _ < _
. ~ € 3
the room coordinate frame, that can be expressed as 7., =  ° [ [ [ [ [ [ | 2° HENENE
[0 0 1]T. By obtaining three expressions for x, y, z direc- \ 1Y \ :
tion vectors, the following equations hold i.e.,
2 2
CQRC¢RC9LS¢L — S@RSGLS(bL + CQRS¢RC¢L =0. 45) s s
3 2 1 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0 1 2 3
X (cm) X (cm)
(a) (b)
SGRC(bRC@LS(bL + CQRSHLS(bL + SHRS¢)RC¢L =0. (46)

—s¢rclrsdr + corepr = 1. 47

Next, we multiply (45) by cfr and (46) by sfr. Then, by
taking the addition of two resulting expressions, the following
expression is obtained i.e.,

corelrsor, +sorclr = 0.

By substituting (47) into (48) and after some mathematical
manipulations, we get two solutions such as Case I: ¢; =
¢r, and Case 2: ¢, = —¢gr. Next, by substituting ¢r to
(47), the corresponding 6, values can be obtained as Case 1:
0, = 180°, and Case 2: 6, = 0.

In this scheme, f* is set equal to the distance from the lens
to the receiver plane along the z axis of the room’s coordinate
frame. This selection is motivated, since the vertical downward
light coming to the lens is focused well on to the receiver plane
in this scheme. The selected focus length in this scheme can
be expressed as

(48)

f* _ dlen )

CcoS R

2) Exhaustive Search: In this approach, the solution to
problem P1 is found using an exhaustive search algorithm.
The objective of P1 is calculated for possible combinations of
the solution space and the optimal solution is found using a it-
erative approach as explained below. First, we divide the range
of focal length, f™" < f < f™% into N + discrete points,
the range of azimuth angle of the lens, 02”" < 0p <07,
into Ny, discrete points, and the range of polar angle of the
lens, (bTL"'m < o < @77, into Ny, discrete points. The BER
values for each sample point is calculated by using (27). Next,
the minimum BER is found from the sample set. To fine tune

(49)

Fig. 5. Light spots obtained on the PD array using liquid convex lens at
the receiver position (2.5,2.5,0), and the receiver orientation, g = 45°,
and ¢ = 17°. (a) Without optimization (fixed lens parameters): 67, = 5°,
¢, = 25°, and f = 3 cm. (b) With optimization (using PBML scheme):
0, =18.2° ¢, =8.1° and f =2.12 cm.

the optimal f, 6, and ¢ values, we iterate this step with
smaller resolution around the optimal parameters obtained in

the previous step until the BER improvement is less than a
threshold, eggr.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We present numerical results to verify the performance
gains of the liquid lens-assisted imaging receiver-based MIMO
VLC system and presented optimization schemes. The results
are compared with MIMO VLC systems with/without static
convex lenses and imaging receivers. A room dimension of
5m x 5m x 3.5m is assumed. Unless stated explicitly, otherwise
in all simulations, we have set the parameter values as given
in Table 1. For the training of the ML model, a set of 107
channel realizations were generated. A series of simulations
were conducted to obtain suitable percentages for training,
validation, and testing and were selected as 70%, 10%, and
20%. The evaluation was performed by MATLAB and Python
running on a DELL XPS 15 7590 with a 4 x 2.4 GHz Intel
Core 17 CPU and an NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1650 4GB GPU.
The average execution time for the ML architecture was found
to be 9.4 ms.

Effect of Lens Parameters: Fig. 5 shows the effect of the
liquid lens parameter optimization on the light spot locations
on the PD plane. The receiver is placed on the location
(2.5,2.5,0) in the room, and the receiver orientation angles are
Or = 45°, and ¢r = 17°, respectively. Fig. 5(a) corresponds
to the case where lens angles are fixed at 6; = 5°, and



¢r = 25° while the focal length is f = 3 cm. It can
be noticed that one light spot is partially outside the area
of the PD array, for the considered instance. Also, some
PDs can be partially covered by more than one light spot,
which results in high co-channel interference and weak BER
performance of 8.2 x 1072. On the other hand, Fig. 5(b)
shows the case where lens parameters are optimized using
the PBML scheme and are 6; = 18.2°, ¢ = 8.1°, and
f = 2.12 cm, respectively. In this configuration, all the light
spots are captured by PDs, focused on sharp light beams, and
low co-channel interference is observed. Such an optimization
of lens parameters results in an improved BER of 0.72 x 1073.
Even though we show this performance gains in a certain
instance of user mobility and random receiver orientation, a
significant BER improvement can be observed in most of the
positions and receiver orientation conditions. The performance
gap can vary depending on the user position and the receiver
orientation.

Position and Orientation Prediction Accuracy: In Fig. 6(a),
we show an example of the user mobility patterns obtained
using clothoid functions and predicted user positions obtained
using the position and orientation prediction block of the ML
architecture. Results are helpful to verify that our CNN-based
position and orientation estimation and position prediction
approach by using BiLSTM and LSTM are helpful to obtain
the user positions and receiver orientation for future time
instance with reasonable accuracy. In addition, 6(b) shows the
average MSE of the position and orientation prediction versus
window size of the input used for position and orientation pre-
diction, N;. The average MSE of the position and orientation
prediction is obtained as

Np Nr

1 . ,
MSE = E § ko gk2 b le)?
8 NrNp ip=1 k=1 {(% )"+ Wl =0

(5 — 882 4 (0, — B )P+ (o d»é%)} (50)

where (2} ,yf , 2 ) and (&} ,§; , 2} ) are the actual and the
predicted k-th position sample of the i,-th user mobility path,
respectively, (6% . ,0% ) and (6% .  ¢% . ) are the actual
an(f the prf}:,diét:d%-th}%r?z:pc)eiver o(rié?{;gtiof é)pa)ir sample of the
1,-th user mobility path, respectively, N7 is the number of
samples in each user mobility path, and Np is the number
of paths considered. We illustrate the results for different
numbers of PDs, N,. Results show that the average MSE
decreases as the Nj increases, due to higher prediction ac-
curacy with a larger window size. However, results show a
saturating trend at high N7, in particular when N; > 10, the
improvement of MSE is small. On the other hand, a large
Ny value increases the computational complexity of the ML
block. Hence, N; = 10 can be selected as a practical value
for implementation to obtain the required prediction accuracy.
However, this value depends on the available hardware and
accuracy requirements of the system. Moreover, an increase of
N, results in better prediction as CNN can efficiently extract
features from a larger input matrix, resulting in more accurate

Average MSE

X (m) : Ny

(a) (b)

Fig. 6. (a) An example mobility pattern and path prediction in the indoor
environment. S and E denote the starting and ending points, respectively. (b).
Average MSE of the path prediction vs. N7.
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Fig. 7. BER vs. average SNR for different optimization schemes.

position and receiver orientation values*. Specifically, an MSE
reduction from 2 x 1072 to 8 x 1073 can be observed when
N, increases from 16 to 25 at N; = 10. However, the gap
between curves reduces as NV, increases.

Performance Comparison of Optimization Schemes: Fig.
7 shows the BER performance of proposed two optimization
schemes versus average SNR in dB obtained using (4). The
results are compared with the two benchmark schemes. In
addition, to show the advances of using liquid lenses and
the proposed optimization schemes, the results with no lens
adjustment, denoted by 6, = 0° ¢, = 0° and f = 3
cm, and with vertical upward receiver orientation, denoted
by ¢r = 0° are also presented. Results show that when the
receiver is vertically upward with no receiver orientation, the
BER performance is much better compared to the case when
there is random receiver orientation. The random receiver
orientation results in poor BER performance when no lens
adjustment is applied. Our two lens optimization schemes help
to significantly improve the BER performance. Specifically,
the BER can be improved from 6 x 1072 to 1.4 x 10~3 at an
average SNR of 30 dB.This represents a significant gain under
conditions of user mobility and random receiver orientation.
Further improvements can be achieved with receivers that
exhibit extremely low noise generation, such as those based on
single-photon avalanche PDs. Among all schemes, exhaustive

4The works in [32] and [33] have presented imaging receivers with large
PD arrays with small receiver area that can be easily adapted to our system.
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search achieves a better BER which is close to the case without
any receiver orientation. The proposed PBML scheme shows
near optimal results, with only a 0.9 dB gap in BER at 30
dB SNR value. In addition to that, CLS scheme is helpful
to improve the BER as low complexity optimization schemes
where the BER improvement is limited. Results indicate that
VULO scheme has the lowest impact on the BER performance,
however, the BER gap increases at a high SNR. Moreover, we
compare our schemes with the liquid crystal (LC)-based IRS
receiver presented in [16]. To this end, we have selected the
LC-based IRS receiver parameters as the weighted percentage
of terthiophene (3T-2 MB) as 8%, the weighted percentage
of trinitrofluorenone as 0.01%, the temperature as 30°C, LC
cavity depth as 10um, and external electric field as 1.2
(V/um) [16]. Results illustrated in Fig. 7 show that the BER
performance is better than no lens adjustment. However, our
proposed liquid convex lens-based receiver performs better
than LC-based receivers, except with the VULO scheme.
Effect of the Random Receiver Orientation: To show the
superiority of the reconfigurable liquid lens-assisted MIMO
VLC system in different random receiver conditions, Fig. 8
illustrates the BER performance versus the variance of the
random receiver orientation, J;R, for proposed optimization
schemes, and benchmark schemes. A high ‘7353 value results
in a weak BER performance in all optimization schemes as the
channel gain values become smaller, and hence, the norm in
the BER expression becomes small. With no lens adjustment,
the BER performance is weak compared to all other schemes
and saturates fast around aiR = 15° as light spots are
not focused properly on each PD. The results are helpful
to identify that the use of liquid lens and lens parameters
optimization results in better performance in a wide range
of JZR and the use of PBML scheme is helpful to obtain
near optimal performance. In particular, a BER improvement
of more than 9.5 dB can be observed for abe < 30°. In
addition, for ‘7351? < 5°, even a better performance than a
static receiver is observed with liquid lens and optimization
using PBML scheme or exhaustive search. As low complexity
schemes, CLS scheme and VULO are also helpful to improve
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Fig. 9. BER vs. inter-LED distance, d¢,, obtained using PBML scheme. The

average SNR is 31 dB, aiR =10°, and N, = 1.

BER in a wide range of JiR. In particular, exhaustive search
and CLS scheme have similar performance gains for low aiR
values. This is expected due to the selection of almost similar
lens parameter values from exhaustive search and CLS scheme
when ¢p is closer to zero.

Effect of the Inter-LED Distance: In Fig. 9, we show the
BER performance versus inter-LED distance, d;,. For this
simulation, we used ‘7553 = 10°, N, = 1, and the average
SNR was 31 dB. Results are illustrated for different number
of LED transmitters, /V;, different number of PD receivers, N,.,
and different inter-PD distance, d,.,, values. Our results indicate
that at low d,,,, the BER performance is poor due to the overlap
of light spot locations on the PD plane, which leads to high
correlation among the channels. Similarly, high d;, also results
in poor BER, particularly at high Ny, as average channel
gains are reduced, and channel gains from edge LEDs become
exceedingly poor. Therefore, for a given IV;, there exists an
optimal d;, value that minimizes the BER. Specifically, the
optimal dy, value are 0.7 m and 1.1 m for the cases with
N; = 36 and N, = 16, respectively. The optimal d;, tends
to decrease as N, increases. This behavior is attributed not
only to the spatial arrangement of LEDs and PDs, but also
due to the adaptive liquid lens’s ability to focus light from a
large area of the ceiling onto the PD plane. Consequently, our
results provide valuable insights for selecting practical values
in real-world implementation®. It is noted that a higher N,
value results in better BER performance, especially at high dy,..
This is expected due to two factors such as (i) more PDs can
capture light coming from LEDs at the corner of the room, and
(72) the position and orientation prediction accuracy of the ML
architecture increases as more features can be extracted using
the CNN. In addition, high d,.,, results in poor performance as
a sparsely placed PD array cannot capture formed light spots
from the liquid lens efficiently. This result is helpful to identify
that a closely packed large number of PDs in the PD plane can
be helpful in achieving maximum performance of the liquid

5Optimizing the placement of LEDs presents an intriguing direction for
future research.



lens-assisted GSM-based MIMO VLC systems.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed an adjustable liquid lens-assisted
imaging receiver for the MIMO VLC system. To achieve
efficient communication, the GSM scheme is adopted in this
setup. Specifically, practical conditions such as user mobility
and random receiver orientation were taken into account. A
channel gain model applicable for liquid lens-assisted MIMO
VLC is presented that can be applied in future system designs.
We optimized the focal length and orientation angles of
the liquid lens in order to minimize the BER performance.
Driven by the fact that channel model of the liquid lens-
assisted MIMO VLC system is mathematically complex,
two optimization schemes including (¢) PBML scheme (ML-
based), and (iz) CLS scheme (low-complexity scheme) were
presented and compared with two benchmark schemes and
conventional static imaging receivers. In particular, the PBML
scheme can estimate the user position and receiver orienta-
tion, predict them for future time instance, and accordingly
optimize lens parameters. Our results show that the proposed
liquid lens-based imaging receiver and the proposed ML-based
optimization scheme are helpful in achieving superior BER
performance. Specifically, the BER can be improved from
6 x 1072 to 1.4 x 1072 at an average SNR of 30 dB using
the PBML scheme. Further, our results facilitate to identify
the optimal system parameters for the proposed model and
performance gains of the optimization schemes under a wide
range of receiver orientation conditions.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

The receiver’s coordinate frame, O’ X'Y’Z’ can be con-
sidered as a rotated version of the room’s coordinate frame,
OXY Z by Or around its Z-axis and ¢p by its Y-axis. The
rotation matrix between the frames OXY Z and O'X'Y'Z’
can be expressed as "Ry (0r, dr) = Ry (¢r)Rz(0r), where
Ry (¢r) is the rotation matrix around Y-axis by ¢r angle
and Rz(0R) is the rotation matrix around Z-axis by 0 angle
and it reduces to

clrcor  sOrcor —s¢r
"Ri(0r,¢r) = | —sOr cOr 0 |, b
cOrs(¢r) sOrs¢r cogr

where cf = cos @, and s = sind. The unit normal vector to
the PD plane lies along the axis, Z’, and hence, by using the
passive rotation between two coordinate frames OXY Z and
O'X'Y'Z’, the final expression can be derived by evaluating
the expression 7 = "Ry (0r,6r)[0 0 1]7.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

The lens has two degrees of freedom, having the ability
to rotate around its Z’-axis to change its yaw angle 6 by
rotating its magnetic ring. It can be tilted around its Y-
axis to create a polar angle ¢ using its tilting mechanism.

Taking these into account, the rotation matrix from the re-
ceiver coordinate frame to the lens coordinate frame can
be expressed as 'Ro(0r,¢r) = Ry (¢r)Rz(01), where
Ry (¢1) is the rotation matrix around Y’'-axis by ¢, angle
and Rz/(0) is the rotation matrix around Z’-axis by 6y,
angle. The unit normal vector of the lens can be thought
of as a unit vector along its own Z’-axis, and it can be
represented in the room’s coordinate frame as 7)., =°
R0k, 6r)' Ry (0, 00)[0 0 1)7.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Let A;, B;, C;, and D; represent the vertices of the i-
th LED transmitter, with corresponding image points on the
PD plane as A., B}, C/, and D} (See Fig. 1(b)). The points
A;, B;, C;, and D; can be expressed as P4, = (xZL —
dt8/27 yzL - dt5/27 ZZL)’ PBi = (sz - dt8/2v yiL + dt5/2a ZZL)7
Pe, = (zF + dis/2,yF + dis/2,2L), and Pp, = (zF +
dis/2,yF —dys/2, z5). The unit vector along a direction from
the midpoint of the lens to the point ¢; € {A;, By, C;, D;} is
given by 1, ; = %. Similar to the case of ¢;, the
incident angle on the fens from the g;-th point can be expressed
as ¢g, = cos™! (ﬁqi’l : f’/len). Moreover, the projection of the
line connecting the mid-point of the lens to the point ¢; along
the axis My, is dg, a,,,, = [[(Pa; = Pien)| cos (¢g,)-

Assuming the use of the paraxial optical lens, the image
formed by the lens can be geometrically distortionless in
comparison to the source. Let’s assume the paraxial distance
to the object from the lens is uop; = dy, 4,., . and the paraxial
distance to the image plane is ;4. By using the basic lens
maker’s law given by + = .- L_ it can be rearranged as

Uimg  Uobj
Uobj

= uf’% + 1. This expression can be used to calculate the

the magnification produced by the lens which can be expressed
asm = 737:? = 77d ! ——. In our setup, it is not possible to
obj 95 Alen

assume that the spot formation is on the image plane since the
focal length of the lens can be adjusted. However, since the
object’s distance is much larger than the focal length, it can
be assumed that the object is at infinity, and hence the image
plane is closer to the focal plane. With these assumptions, the
cross point of the axis of the lens with the image plane is
expressed as

PIP = Plen -m (PTJH - Plen) ’ (52)

where PT,% = P, + dg; #,... Men 18 the position vector of
the point on the axis of the lens project by the point g;. The
image plane is perpendicular to the axis of the lens, and hence,
the position of the focal point of the light on the image plane
is expressed as

(i—nmm — PIP) N —) (53)

Considering the small area of the lens and approximating to
a single reflection from the lens surface, the direction of the



refracted light beam can be expressed as [34]

1

Nrefiq; = o [Tlien X (Mien X Ng,.1)]

. 1 . . . .
— Mien 1- nilz(nlen X T’qi,l) : (nlen X Wq,-,z), (54)

where n; is the relative refractive index of the liquid. We
assume that the PD plane is close to the image plane and
a single crossing point of the light with the PD plane is
considered. Hence, Pimg,qi can be further expressed as

Pimg,qi = /\Tefﬁref,q,; + ﬁlena (55)

where .. is a constant. Substituting (55) and (52) into (53),
Ares can be obtained, and hence, f—"z-m%qi can be resolved. The
locations of the light spots on the PD plane can be obtained
as follows. The PD plane is perpendicular to the axis of the
receiver, and hence, the position of the light spot on the PD
plane is expressed as

(Pspotvqi - PR) “Ngee = 0. (56)

Also, Pspot’qi lies on the reflected ray and is expressed as

P5pot,q7~, = )\SPOt’f’ref,qi + ﬁlen? (57)

where Agpo: 1S a constant. Substituting (57) into (53), Aspot
can be obtained, and hence, Py, 4, can be resolved.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF LEMMA 4

Let dij« = \/(Iz* - xlen)Q + (yi* - ylen)2 + (Z'L'* - Zlen)2
denotes the distance to the closest LED from the lens, where
(z4+,yi, zi=) as the coordinate of the selected i*-th LED.
Equating coefficients along x, y, and z directions in ;. ; to
)1y, the following equations hold,

clrcdretrsdr — sOrsOrsor + cOrspredr = %;&7
ED
s0reorely st +OnsdLsor + Orsoresy = S,
L 59)
Zix — Zlen
—SQRCOLSOL + CPRCP, = ———— (60)

d;-

The expressions in (58), (59), and (60) can be combined to
obtain closed-form expressions for 87, and ¢y, for this scheme.
For this purpose, (58) is multiplied with s6g and (59) is mul-
tiplied with cfr. The resulting expressions can be subtracted
to get a single expression. The resulting expression and (60)
are combined, and after some mathematical manipulations, a
quadratic equation of the variable c¢; can be obtained and
expressed as

2
Zi*x — Zlen Zix — Zlen
oL’ — 2o <dl> copr + (dl) +s¢r”x

2
(CQR<yZ* ;ylen>_seR (xz* ;mlen)) —S¢R2:O. (6])

After finding the solutions for the quadratic equation in (61),
coy, is expressed as

2
i* — Zlen Zix — Zlen
——— | E£sOg|1— | —————
di- ) v ( di- )

2\ 2
- (COR <y2* dylen) N SGR (xz* d*xlen)> ) (62)

However, from the geometrical observations it is noted that the
square-root component of (62) is zero and ¢y has a distinct
solution, which is the final expression for ¢ in Lemma 3.
Finally, by using (58), (59), and (41), with the trigonometric
relation sinf = /1 — cos? 6, the final expression for 67 can
be derived.

cor = clp (Zl
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