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Abstract—Typical reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) im-
plementations include metasurfaces with almost passive unit
elements capable of reflecting their incident waves in con-
trollable ways, enhancing wireless communications in a cost-
effective manner. In this paper, we advance the concept of
intelligent metasurfaces by introducing a flexible array geometry,
termed flexible intelligent metasurface (FIM), which supports
both element movement (EM) and passive beamforming (PBF).
In particular, based on the single-input single-output (SISO)
system setup, we first compare three modes of FIM, namely,
EM-only, PBF-only, and EM-PBF, in terms of received signal
power under different FIM and channel setups. The PBF-only
mode, which only adjusts the reflect phase, is shown to be less
effective than the EM-only mode in enhancing received signal
strength. In a multi-element, multi-path scenario, the EM-only
mode improves the received signal power by 125% compared to
the PBF-only mode. The EM-PBF mode, which optimizes both
element positions and phases, further enhances performance.
Additionally, we investigate the channel estimation problem for
FIM systems by designing a protocol that gathers EM and
PBF measurements, enabling the formulation of a compressive
sensing problem for joint cascaded and direct channel estimation.
We then propose a sparse recovery algorithm called clustering
mean-field variational sparse Bayesian learning, which enhances
estimation performance while maintaining low complexity.

Index Terms—Flexible intelligent metasurface, element move-
ment, passive beamforming, channel estimation, sparse Bayesian
learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

As wireless communication technologies progress, there is
a growing emphasis on achieving greater degrees of free-
dom (DoFs) and expanding its applications. A key area of
focus is the exploration of wireless channel characteristics to
enhance both communication and sensing capabilities. This
includes leveraging the sparsity of millimeter-wave and Tera-
hertz channels for beamspace signal processing [1]–[3], using
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) to improve channel
propagation [4]–[6], and exploiting near-field spherical-wave
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channels to enhance distance DoF [7], [8]. Despite significant
advancements, the potential of wireless channels remains
vast, offering promising opportunities for further research and
innovation.

RISs, which possess the ability to reflect, refract, and manip-
ulate incoming electromagnetic waves [4]–[6], have emerged
as a promising solution to address the challenges of wireless
propagation. Their capabilities have opened new avenues for
research in areas such as channel estimation, beamforming,
and localization. While single-RIS systems have been widely
explored, significant attention has also been given to double-
and multi-RIS configurations, where multi-reflection among
RISs can more effectively create blockage-free line-of-sight
(LoS) links in complex wireless environments [9]–[11]. For
instance, one method involves stacking multiple metasurfaces
into a centralized system, termed stacked intelligent meta-
surfaces, to achieve efficient analog signal processing in the
wave domain [12]. Another strategy involves the deployment
of multi-sector RISs to achieve the beyond diagonal phase
shift matrix for enhancing the coverage [13]. The potential of
RIS technology is further amplified by advances in electro-
magnetic information theory, exemplified by concepts such as
holographic RIS [14], [15] and near-field RIS [16], [17].

In addition to RIS, directly changing the transceiver’s array
geometry can also significantly affect the channel, introducing
greater flexibility to antenna arrays. This concept originating
from antenna selection [18] aims to find a given number of
optimal antenna positions within a candidate set based on
specific selection criteria. The antenna selection process can be
regarded as a discrete optimization problem. A related concept
in the field of array signal processing is array synthesis. This
approach aims to optimize antenna excitation coefficients—
similar to beamforming/precoding—as well as array structures,
including antenna positions and orientations, to achieve spe-
cific radiation patterns such as enhancing beam directivity,
suppressing sidelobes, and creating nulls [19], [20]. Antenna
selection is usually achieved through electronic switches,
inherent properties of antennas. Although array synthesis
involves physical movement of the antennas or equivalent
electronic phase control [21], it remains largely within the
domain of antenna and microwave engineering and has not
yet garnered significant attention in wireless communications.

The recent decades have witnessed the development of
shape-adjustable, controllable, and reconfigurable materials
and antennas. These advancements, largely driven by re-
searchers in the antenna domain, are finding applications
across various fields, including wearable devices and dynamic
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deployment designs. Progress in flexible antennas, encompass-
ing position movement, shape control, rotation adjustment, and
pattern reconfiguration, has been well studied in [22]–[24]. In
this context, the concept of flexible antennas has attracted sig-
nificant attention in wireless communications. Recent studies
have shown the potential of leveraging the mobility of antennas
within a confined area for enhancing wireless communication
performance. For example, fluid antenna systems (FASs) and
movable antennas (MAs) have received considerable interest
for their role in elucidating how element movement affects
wireless communications in various channel conditions [25]–
[30]. Several algorithms have been proposed to optimize the
antenna positions to characterize the theoretical performance
limits of FASs/MAs, including convex optimization [31],
gradient-based search [32], [33], graph-based algorithms [34],
and sparse optimization [35]. Considering practical imple-
mentations, the authors in [28] proposed several general MA
architectures beyond element movement to cater to specific
application. Moreover, the authors in [36] examined the ability
of flexible arrays to rotate, bend, and fold for maximizing
multi-user sum-rate in the cellular netowork.

Given the potential of RISs and flexible arrays in con-
figuring channel conditions, a straightforward method is to
combine them to reap their complementary performance gain.
For example, the authors in [37]–[39] investigated RIS-aided
MAs/FASs, where the RIS is utilized to create a virtual LoS
channel condition, while the MAs/FASs equipped at the base
station (BS) or at the user side is utilized for further channel
reconfiguration. Inspired by FASs and MAs, several new RIS
architectures have also been proposed in the literature, e.g.,
dynamically rotatable RIS [40] and element-position-movable
RIS [41], [42], which are able to adjust their element positions
and perform passive beamforming at the same time. Despite
these advancements, the integration of element mobility into
RISs is still in its infancy and requires more in-depth study to
realize its full potential.

Against this background, this paper explores the use of
flexible intelligent metasurfaces (FIM) with both passive
beamforming (PBF) and element movement (EM) techniques.
The study focuses on: 1) determining whether these methods
can synergize to achieve results greater than the sum of
their individual contributions, 2) assessing whether they can
substitute for each other given their similar functions, and 3)
understanding how to acquire channel state information for
these types of reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS). The
main contributions are as follows1.

• We investigate a point-to-point FIM-aided single-input
single-output (SISO) setup, evaluating the performance
of the FIM across three distinct modes: EM-only, PBF-
only, and a combined EM-PBF mode. Our focus is on
maximizing the received signal power for each of these
modes under both single-path and multi-path channel
conditions, and with various FIM configurations. By
adjusting the positions of the FIM elements and their
phase coefficients, we demonstrate the effects of spatial

1The source code for this work is openly available at https://github.com/
YyangSJ/Flexible-RIS

interference. For simple scenarios, such as single-path
channels, we derive analytical solutions for optimizing
EM and PBF. For more complex cases, we employ
the Bayesian optimization method to fine-tune the FIM
element positioning and phase adjustments. We compare
and analyze the three modes against the derived upper
bound of the received power, offering insights into their
relative performance.

• We propose a channel estimation protocol for FIM where
Q EM actions are divided into Q subframes, each
containing T time slots for PBF, resulting in a QT -
dimensional spatial measurement for channel estimation.
Our proposed estimation framework simultaneously es-
timates direct and cascaded channels. Building on this
framework, we introduce the clustering mean-field varia-
tional sparse Bayesian learning (CMFV-SBL) algorithm.
This algorithm enhances previous V-SBL and MFV-
SBL approaches by incorporating a partially factorized
form using clustering methods. Unlike the fully factor-
ized MFV-SBL, which ignores inter-atom relationships,
CMFV-SBL employs K-means clustering to group atoms
into clusters, thereby constructing a clustering factor-
ized form over variational distributions. This method
efficiently captures atom relationships, especially with a
correlated sensing matrix.

Notations: (·)∗, (·)T , (·)H , and (·)−1 denote conjugate,
transpose, conjugate transpose, and inverse, respectively. | · |
represents the modulus. ∥a∥2 and ∥A∥F denotes the l2 norm
of vector a and Frobenius norm of matrix A, Tr(·) denotes
the trace. ◦ represents the Hadamard product, ℜ{·} denotes
the real part of a complex-value number, and [A]i,: and
[A]:,j denote the i-th row and the j-th column of matrix
A, respectively. Moreover, E{·} is the expectation, IK is a
K×K identity matrix, and CN (a,A) is the complex Gaussian
distribution with mean a and covariance matrix A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this work, we consider a point-to-point FIM-aided
SISO communication system, as shown in Fig. 1. The FIM
is equipped with N elements capable of moving within
the x-z plane and reflecting signals. {xn, zn}Nn=1 repre-
sent positions for the N elements. Considering the feasi-
ble position constraints for EM, we examine the square
area R = {(x, z) | x, z ∈ [−R,R]}, where R denotes the
boundary along the x- and z-axes. We employ PBF in this
system, which is achieved through phase adjustment with-
out additional energy sources. The PBF matrix is defined
as V = diag{ejv1 , ejv2 , · · · , ejvN } ∈ CN×N , with v =
[v1, v2, · · · , vN ]T being the phase vector of the FIM. The
FIM is allowed to operate in EM-only, PBF-only, or EM-
PBF modes in different scenarios, optimizing for either energy
efficiency or performance.

As the BS transmits signals, the user receives these signals
through a multipath channel, described by h ≜ hH

FUVhBF +
hd. As shown in Fig. 1, the channel between the BS and the
FIM, the channel between the FIM and the user, and the direct
channel between the BS and the user are represented by hBF,

https://github.com/YyangSJ/Flexible-RIS
https://github.com/YyangSJ/Flexible-RIS
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Fig. 1: Schematic of a FIM aided communication.

hFU, and hd, respectively. Table I lists symbols used through
this paper.

Considering the multipath channel model, we assume that
the channel hBF consists of L paths and the channel hFU

consists of P paths. These channels can be defined as follows:

hBF =

√
N

L

L∑
l=1

αlaN (θB,l, ϕB,l), (1)

where {αl}Ll=1 denotes the complex path gains, θB,l ≜
cos(ϑB,l) and ϕB,l ≜ sin(ϑB,l) cos(φB,l), ∀l, are the virtual
angles, respectively. ϑB,l and φB,l are the physical elevation
and azimuth angles of the l-th path of the BS-FIM channel,
respectively. The array manifold a is assumed to follow the
far-field planar wavefront:

aN (θ, ϕ) =

√
1

N

[
ej

2π
λ (x1ϕ+z1θ), · · · , ej 2π

λ (xNϕ+zNθ)
]T

,

(2)
where x ≜ [x1, · · · , xN ]T ∈ CN×1 and z ≜ [z1, · · · , zN ]T ∈
CN×1 represent the N elements’ coordinates in the x-z plane,
respectively.

Similarly, the FIM-user channel hFU is expressed by

hFU =

√
N

P

P∑
p=1

βpaN (θU,p, ϕU,p), (3)

where {βp}Pp=1 denotes the complex path gains, θU,l ≜
cos(ϑU,l) and ϕU,l ≜ sin(ϑU,l) cos(φU,l), ∀l, are the virtual
angles, respectively, and ϑU,l and φU,l are the physical ele-
vation and azimuth angles of the l-th path of the FIM-user
channel, respectively.

TABLE I: Variable notation.

N Number of FIM elements
λ Antenna wavelength
x FIM’s element position along x-axis
z FIM’s element position along z-axis
v FIM’s element phase
hBF BS-FIM channel

L,α, ϑB,
φB, θB, ϕB

Number of paths, path gain, physical elevation angle,
physical azimuth angle, virtual elevation, and virtual
azimuth angle of the BS-FIM channel

hFU FIM-user channel

P, β, ϑU,
φU, θU, ϕU

Number of paths, path gain, physical elevation angle,
physical azimuth angle, virtual elevation, and virtual
azimuth angle of the BS-FIM channel

hd Direct BS-user channel
γ Path gain of the BS-user channel
hcas Cascaded channel
θ̃, ϕ̃ Cascaded elevation and azimuth angles
a Far-field array manifold
s Transmitted signal
n Noise

Given hFR and hFU, the cascaded channel hcas is given by

hcas = hH
FUVhBF

= vTdiag
(
hH
FU

)
hBF

=
N√
LP

vT

((
P∑

p=1

β∗
pa

∗
N (θU,p, ϕU,p)

)

◦

(
L∑

l=1

αlaN (θB,l, ϕB,l)

))

=

√
N

LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pv

TaN (θB,l − θU,p, ϕB,l − ϕU,p)

=

√
N

LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pv

TaN

(
θ̃l,p, ϕ̃l,p

)
,

(4)
where θ̃l,p ≜ θB,l − θU,p and ϕ̃l,p ≜ ϕB,l − ϕU,p are defined.

Moreover, the direct channel hd ≜ γ is assumed to follow
a complex Gaussian distribution.

Then, the received signal y at the user is expressed as

y = hs+ n, (5)

where s is the transmitted signal with the assumption of
E{|s|2} = 1, and n is noise distributed as CN (0, σ2

n).
The following section evaluates the received power E{|y|2}

based on (5) by optimizing {xn, zn, vn}Nn=1. This expression
is simplified into |h|2 + σ2

n, given that the noise and the
transmitted signal are independently distributed.

III. EM AND PBF ANALYSIS

This section investigates the impact of EM and PBF on the
received power, considering three different modes: EM-only,
PBF-only, and EM-PBF, in various scenarios.

A. Single-Element Single-Path

In the single-element single-path case where N = 1, we
ignore the subscript n, and focus on optimizing parameters
{v, z, x} to maximize the received power. First, the cascaded
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channel is expressed as hcas = αβ∗ejvej
2π
λ (θ̃z+ϕ̃x). Next, the

problem of maximizing the received power with respect to
{v, z, x} is formulated as follows:

arg max
v,z,x

f(v, x, z) ≜ |hcas + hd|2

=
∣∣∣αβ∗ejvej

2π
λ (θ̃z+ϕ̃x) + γ

∣∣∣2 . (6)

Proposition 3.1: {v, z, x} in problem (6) can be solved by
addressing the following equation:

v +
2π

λ

(
θ̃z + ϕ̃x

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2kπ, k ∈ Z, (7)

and the objective’s upper bound is f(v, x, z) ≤ (|αβ∗|+ |γ|)2.
Proof: Note that, in problem (6), the maximum value
is achieved when hcas and hd are phase-aligned, such
that ∠hcas = ∠hd. In this sense, the optimal objective
(|αβ∗|+ |γ|)2 is reached, resulting in constructive interfer-
ence. Conversely, when destructive interference occurs, char-
acterized by ∠hcas = −∠hd, f(v, x, z) reaches its minimum
value of (|αβ∗| − |γ|)2. ■

Corollary 3.2: For traditional RIS systems with fixed ele-
ment position, i.e., assuming x = z = 0, the optimal reflective
phase is obtained by v = ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2kπ.

Corollary 3.3: For the EM-only case, by setting v = 0,
the maximum path gain is achieved when {x, z} satisfy
2π
λ

(
θ̃z + ϕ̃x

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2kπ, following a periodic

line equation. The minimum period is λ√
θ̃2+ϕ̃2

, which is the

distance between adjacent lines.
According to Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3, in FIM systems

with a single-element single-path case, both adjusting the
phase coefficient and element position can achieve optimal
performance. Thus, EM and PBF can substitute for each other,
and their collaboration does not yield additional gains.

The interference effect described in Proposition 3.1 is visu-
alized in Fig. 2, where the parameters are set as follows: θB =√

2
2 , θU = −

√
2
2 , ϕB =

√
2
2 , ϕU = −

√
2
2 , α = ej

π
4 , β = ej

π
4 ,

γ = ej
π
4 , λ = 0.03 meters, and the boundary R = 2λ. The left

side of Fig. 2 illustrates the spatial constructive and destructive
interference fringes in three dimensions, with yellow and
green fringes representing {v, x, z} values that satisfy the
normalized maximum and minimum objectives, respectively.
In this parameter setting, the constructive interference forms
an inverted triangle. Additionally, the top-right and bottom-
right sections of Fig. 2 show how the objective function value
varies with {x, z} (when v = 0) and with v (when x = z = 0),
respectively. The optimal values for both the EM-only and
PBF-only cases can be identified from these plots.

B. Multi-Element Single-Path

The cascaded channel in the multi-element single-path case
is described by hcas = αβ∗∑N

n=1 e
jvnej

2π
λ (θ̃zn+ϕ̃xn), yield-

ing the objective:

f(v,x, z) =

∣∣∣∣∣αβ∗
N∑

n=1

ejvnej
2π
λ (θ̃zn+ϕ̃xn) + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (8)

Fig. 2: Spatial constructive/destructive interference with re-
spect to {v, x, z} in the single-element single-path case.

Proposition 3.4: Maximizing (8) yields the following equa-
tion system to optimize {v,x, z}:

v1 +
2π
λ

(
θ̃z1 + ϕ̃x1

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2k1π,

v2 +
2π
λ

(
θ̃z2 + ϕ̃x2

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2k2π,

...

vN + 2π
λ

(
θ̃zN + ϕ̃xN

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2kNπ,

(9)

where kn ∈ Z,∀n ∈ {1, · · · , N}. Moreover, the objective’s
upper bound is f(v,x, z) ≤ (N |αβ∗|+ |γ|)2.

Proof: By aligning the phase ∠hcas = ∠hd, we have
∠
(
αβ⋆ejvnej

2π
λ (θ̃zn+ϕ̃xn)

)
= ∠γ, for ∀n, resulting in (9).

Meanwhile, the objective’s maximum is reached by factoring
out the phase. ■

Corollary 3.5: For traditional RIS systems with fixed
antenna positions, the reflective phase can be obtained by
vn = ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2knπ − 2π

λ

(
θ̃zn + ϕ̃xn

)
, where xn and

zn are the fixed element positions following a half-wavelength
spacing in a uniform planar array.

Corollary 3.6: Similar to Corollary 3.3, the reflective phase
can be set to 0 so that only optimizing {x, z} to attain the
maximal gain, i.e., satisfying

2π

λ

(
θ̃zn + ϕ̃xn

)
= ∠γ − ∠αβ∗ + 2knπ, ∀n. (10)

The simplest case is kn = 0,∀n, such that {xn, zn}Nn=1 are
distributed in a line in intercept form:

z

a
+

x

b
= 1, (11)

where a ≜ λ(∠γ−∠αβ∗)

2πθ̃
and b ≜ λ(∠γ−∠αβ∗)

2πϕ̃
denote the x-

and y-intercept, respectively.
Both EM-only and PBF-only modes can achieve optimal

performance in the multi-element single-path case, provided
that the movable region is sufficiently large to accommodate
the minimum inter-element spacing for all elements.

C. Single-Element Multi-Path

In the single-element single-path case, the cascaded channel
is expressed as hcas = ejv

∑L
l=1

∑P
p=1 αlβ

∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz+ϕ̃l,px),
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yielding the objective:

f(v, x, z) =

∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
LP

ejv
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz+ϕ̃l,px) + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(12)
Proposition 3.7: Maximizing (12) yields the following

equation system to optimize {v, x, z}:

v + 2π
λ

(
θ̃1,1z + ϕ̃1,1x

)
= ∠γ − ∠α1β

∗
1 + 2k1π,

v + 2π
λ

(
θ̃1,2z + ϕ̃1,2x

)
= ∠γ − ∠α1β

∗
2 + 2k2π,

...

v + 2π
λ

(
θ̃L,P z + ϕ̃L,Px

)
= ∠γ − ∠αLβ

∗
P + 2kLPπ,

(13)
where {k1, · · · , kLP } ∈ Z. Moreover, the objective’s upper

bound is f(v, x, z) ≤
(

1√
LP

∑L
l=1

∑P
p=1 |αlβ

∗
p |+ |γ|

)2
.

Proof: This proof closely resembles the proof of Proposition
3.4, employing a similar phase alignment strategy. ■

Corollary 3.8: For traditional RIS systems with fixed ele-
ment positions, (12) simplifies into

fPBF(v) ≜

∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
LP

ejv
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (14)

and its solution is obtained by

v = ∠γ − ∠

(
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

)
. (15)

Corollary 3.9: For EM-only FIM, (12) simplifies into

fEM(x, z) ≜

∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz+ϕ̃l,px) + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

(16)
In the case of LP = 2, and L = 1 and P = 2 are set

without losing generality, {xk, zk} without region constraints
can be solved by a square system:

2π
λ

(
θ̃1,1z + ϕ̃1,1x

)
= ∠γ − ∠α1β

∗
1 + 2k1π,

2π
λ

(
θ̃1,2z + ϕ̃1,2x

)
= ∠γ − ∠α1β

∗
2 + 2k2π,

(17)

where {x, z} can be accurately solved for ∀k1, k2, and k1 and
k2 can be adjusted for satisfying the allowed movable region.

For LP > 2, (13) does not have a unique solution. While
the least squares method may provide a feasible solution, it
cannot guarantee optimality due to the uncertainty in klp.
Search approaches, such as gradient-based methods, can be
used but may converge to a local optimum. In the case of a
single element, we can use an exhaustive search to evaluate
performance.

As shown in Fig. 3, where θB =
[√

2
2 , 1

2

]
, θU = [0,−1],

ϕB =
[√

2
4 ,

√
6
4

]
, ϕU =

[
−

√
3
2 , 0

]
, α =

[
ej

π
6 , ej

π
3

]
, β =[

ej
π
4 , ej

π
2

]
, and γ = ej

π
4 , we illustrate the constructive and

destructive interference with respect to {v, x, z}. On the left
side of Fig. 3, the interference pattern exhibits a periodic
property similar to that in Fig. 2, but with a circular shape in

Fig. 3: Spatial constructive/destructive interference with re-
spect to {v, x, z} in the single-element multi-path case.

the element position domain. Notably, not all modes reach an
optimum. For instance, in the PBF-only mode with x = z = 0,
as shown on the bottom-right of Fig. 3, the intersection line of
two slices represents the objective function values as v ranges
from 0 to 2π. This line only encompasses sub-optimal values.
This underscores the importance of the element position.

To gain further insights, the following proposition compares
the EM-only and PBF-only modes for LP = 2.

Proposition 3.10: When the number of cascaded paths is
set to 2, i.e., LP = 2, and L = 1 and P = 2 are used
without loss of generality, a unique solution for {x, z} can be
found according to (17). In this case, this EM-only solution,
obtained without optimizing v, results in a larger objective
value compared to the PBF-only solution using (15) while
keeping {x, z} fixed.

Proof: For PBF-only case, substituting (15) into (14) yields
the optimal PBF-only objective:

fPBF(v
⋆) = (|hd|+ |hcas|)2

=

(
|γ|+ 1√

2
|α1β

∗
1 + α1β

∗
2 |
)2

,
(18)

where v⋆ is obtained by (15).
Solving the equation in (17) and combining with (16), we

have

fEM(x⋆, z⋆) =

∣∣∣∣γ +
α1β

∗
1√
2

ej(∠γ−∠α1β
∗
1 ) +

α1β
∗
2√
2

ej(∠γ−∠α1β
∗
2 )

∣∣∣∣2
=

∣∣∣∣ej∠γ

(
|γ|+ 1√

2
|α1β

∗
1 |+

1√
2
|α1β

∗
2 |
)∣∣∣∣2

=

(
|γ|+ 1√

2
|α1β

∗
1 |+

1√
2
|α1β

∗
2 |
)2

(b)

≥fPBF(v
⋆),

(19)
where {x⋆, z⋆} are obtained by solving (17), and (b) holds
with equality when the two cascaded path gains α1β

∗
1 and

α1β
∗
2 are phase-aligned.

■
(19) reveals that EM can induce constructive interference

between the cascaded and direct channel paths, whereas PBF
can only achieve constructive interference between the direct
channel path and the entire cascaded channel. This is because
PBF affects all cascaded paths uniformly.
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Proposition 3.10 indicates that EM-only FIM can sometimes
replace and even outperform PBF-only FIM. This finding is
significant for practical implementation, suggesting that FIM,
which only requires adjustments to the array structure like EM
in this study, or other array shape adjustments, could substitute
for PBF-based FIM. This approach could potentially reduce
power consumption and hardware costs. However, in more
complex scenarios, EM-only FIM may not deliver optimal
performance. In such cases, combining EM with PBF for FIM
may be necessary to achieve high performance. Importantly,
the use of EM could allow for the adoption of discrete phases
for PBF, offering a cost-effective and practical implementation
option.

The following proposition provides a performance analysis
for the single-element multi-path case with general values of
L and P .

Proposition 3.11: Assuming γ ∼ CN (0, σ2
γ), αl ∼

CN (0, σ2
α), and βp ∼ CN (0, σ2

β), the theoretical maximal
received power for PBF-only FIM and the theoretical upper
bound for FIM in the single-element multi-path case are,
respectively,

E {fPBF(v
⋆)} = σ2

γ +
π
√
π

4
σγσασβ + σ2

ασ
2
β , (20)

E {fUB} =σ2
γ +

π
√
π
√
LP

4
σγσασβ

+

(
1 +

π(L− 1)

4

)(
1 +

π(P − 1)

4

)
σ2
ασ

2
β ,

(21)

where fPBF(v
⋆) =

(
|γ|+ 1√

LP

∣∣∣∑L
l=1

∑P
p=1 αlβ

⋆
p

∣∣∣)2
obtained by (14) and (15) and fUB =(
|γ|+ 1√

LP

∑L
l=1

∑P
p=1 |αlβ

∗
p |
)2

obtained by (12).
Proof: See the proof in Appendix A. ■
In the single-element multi-path case, as described in (20),

the maximal received power achieved by PBF-only FIM is
independent of the number of cascaded paths, relying solely
on the path gain. Conversely, the upper bound of FIM, given in
(21), which is achieved by both EM-only and EM-PBF cases,
indicates that PBF-only FIM can reach this upper bound only
when P = L = 1. In other cases, the PBF-only approach may
perform significantly worse than the upper bound due to its
neglect of multi-path interference.

D. Multi-Element Multi-Path

In the multi-element multi-path case, the
cascaded channel is expressed as hcas =∑L

l=1

∑P
p=1 αlβ

∗
p

∑N
n=1 e

jvnej
2π
λ (θ̃l,pzn+ϕ̃l,pxn), yielding

the objective:

f(v,x, z)

=

∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

N∑
n=1

ejvnej
2π
λ (θ̃l,pzn+ϕ̃l,pxn) + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

(22)

Proposition 3.12: Considering the allowed inter-element
spacing and feasible position in FIM, we can formulate the
optimization problem to maximize the objective in (22):

arg max
v,x,z

f(v,x, z)

s.t. ∥pn1 − pn2∥2 ≥ dmin,

pn1 ,pn2 ∈ R,

∀n1, n2 ∈ {1, · · · , N}, n1 ̸= n2,

(23)

where pn ≜ [xn, zn]
T denotes the coordinate of the n-th FIM

element , dmin is the allowed minimal inter-element spacing
that avoids severe mutual coupling effects.

This problem can be addressed using a constraint gradient-
based search method; however, due to its local optimization
nature, it may not achieve optimal performance. In this study,
global optimization is employed to fully exploit the potential
of FIM, as detailed in Section III-E

Corollary 3.13: Considering the PBF-only mode for FIM,
the optimization problem is given by

arg max
v

fPBF(v), (24)

where

fPBF(v) ≜

∣∣∣∣∣ 1√
LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

N∑
n=1

ejvn + γ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (25)

Consider the phase alignment strategy for each vn, this trans-
lates into addressing

∠

(
N∑

n=1

ejvn

)
= ∠γ − ∠

(
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

)
. (26)

By setting v1 = · · · = vN , a solution can be derived by, ∀n:

vn = ∠γ − ∠

(
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

)
. (27)

Corollary 3.14: Considering the EM-only mode for FIM,
the optimization problem is given by

arg max
x,z

fEM(x, z)

s.t. ∥pn1
− pn2

∥2 ≥ dmin,

pn1,pn2 ∈ R,

∀n1, n2 ∈ {1, · · · , N}, n1 ̸= n2,

(28)

where

fEM(x, z) ≜
1√
LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
p

N∑
n=1

ej
2π
λ (θ̃l,pzn+ϕ̃l,pxn) + γ.

(29)
Similar to Proposition 3.12, the problem of element position

optimization is difficult to solve with closed-form solutions
in the multi-element multi-path case. Therefore, Bayesian
optimization in Section III-E is used to evaluate the EM-only
case.

The following proposition provides a performance analysis
for the multi-element multi-path case with general values of
L and P .
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Proposition 3.15: Assuming γ ∼ CN (0, σ2
γ), αl ∼

CN (0, σ2
α), and βp ∼ CN (0, σ2

β), the theoretical maximal
received power for PBF-only FIM and the theoretical upper
bound for FIM in the multi-element multi-path case are,
respectively,

E {fPBF(v
⋆)} = σ2

γ +
π
√
πN

4
σγσασβ +N2σ2

ασ
2
β , (30)

E {fUB} =σ2
γ +

π
√
π
√
LPN

4
σγσασβ

+N2

(
1 +

π(L− 1)

4

)(
1 +

π(P − 1)

4

)
σ2
ασ

2
β ,

(31)
where fPBF(v

⋆) is obtained by (25) and (27) and fUB is
obtained by (22).
Proof: This proof can be derived similar to Appendix A. ■

Compared to Proposition 3.11, we can see that the theoret-
ical bound has a squared scaling law with the number of FIM
elements.

E. Bayesian Optimization for EM-PBF

Due to the difficulty in obtaining closed-form expressions
for EM and PBF parameters in the multi-path scenario, as
described in Sections III-C and III-D, we utilize Bayesian
optimization, a global optimization method, to maximize the
received power. Bayesian Optimization consists of two compo-
nents: the surrogate model and the acquisition function. In this
study, the Gaussian process is used as the surrogate model, and
the expected improvement (EI) acquisition function is used.
The Gaussian process predicts the posterior probability based
on the measured function values, while the EI acquisition
function provides suggestions on which variable values to
measure in the next iteration, considering variable constraints.
When the most promising variable value is obtained by the
EI strategy, it is used to calculate the objective function,
yielding a measured function value that updates the posterior
probability. This iterative process continues to optimize the
objective function progressively. Several studies have utilized
Bayesian optimization for communication areas, including
beam alignment/training [43] and edge computing [44]. How-
ever, in our case, the inter-element spacing constraint should
be incorporated into the Bayesian optimization process. This
is feasible thanks to the advancements in constrained Bayesian
optimization research [45].

As shown in Fig. 4, we evaluate the PBF-only, EM-only, and
EM-PBF modes, with σα = σβ = σγ = 1, L = 1, P varying
from 1 to 12, and the movable region R set to λ, constraining
the elements within a λ× λ square. Additionally, ‘simulated’
refers to the solutions for objective maximization, such as the
closed-form expression for PBF-only and Bayesian optimiza-
tion for the EM-only and EM-PBF modes, while ‘theoretical’
indicates the derived bounds in Propositions 3.11 and 3.15.
Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) depict the power maximization for different
modes under single- and multi-element FIM configurations. It
is evident that EM-only and EM-PBF outperform PBF-only,
as the latter shows no performance gain with an increasing
number of paths. The figures also reveal a gap between the

(a) N = 1.

(b) N = 2.

Fig. 4: The power objective value of different modes versus
the number of paths in the multi-path case.

derived upper bound and the simulated mode, suggesting room
for algorithmic improvement.

In this section, we assume that the channel parameters used
for optimizing EM and PBF are perfect. The method for
estimating the channel in the FIM system is detailed in Section
IV.

IV. CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR FIM

The previous received power maximization problem relies
on accurate channel information, including path angle and path
gain information. Compared to spatial channel estimation for
traditional RIS, FIM considers both PBF and EM.

A. Estimation Framework

We propose two estimation protocols for single-element and
multi-element FIM, respectively:

• Single-Element FIM: In each time slot, the element
moves once, and the receiver collects the transmitted
signal. With T1 time slots, these T1 movements form a
virtual FIM for spatial prameter estimation. This process
is shown in Fig. 5.

• Multi-Element FIM: Assuming Q subframes with T2

time slots in each subframe, the element moves once per
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Channel Estimation Data Transmission

...
...

{��, ��}

...
{�1, �1}

�1,1 �1,2 �1,�2
��,1 ��,2 ��,�2

Channel Estimation Data Transmission

...{�1, �1} {�2, �2} {�3, �3} {��1, ��1}

�1 �2 �3 ��1

�1,1 �1,2 �1,�2 �1,1 �1,2 �1,�2

Element Movement Beamforming Pilot Symbol

Single-Element Case

Multi-Element Case

Fig. 5: Channel estimation protocol for FIM.

subframe, and the FIM adjusts the phase once per time
slot. The total number of time slots is QT2. This process
is shown in Fig. 5.

1) Single-Element FIM: The received pilot signal in the
t-th time slot, t ∈ {1, · · · , T1}, is given by

yt =
(
ejvtdiag(hH

FU)hBF + hd

)
st + nt

=
1√
LP

ejvtst

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pzt+ϕ̃l,pxt) + hdst + nt.

(32)
By setting st = 1 and ejvt = 1 for all t, we stack {yt}T1

t=1

into y ∈ CT1×1, given by

y = Aη + γ + n, (33)

where A ≜
[
aT1

(
θ̃1, ϕ̃1

)
, · · · ,aT1

(
θ̃LP , ϕ̃LP

)]
∈

CT1×LP ,

aT1

(
θ̃, ϕ̃
)
≜
[
ej

2π
λ (θ̃z1+ϕ̃x1), · · · , ej 2π

λ (θ̃zT1
+ϕ̃xT1

)
]T

, (34)

η ≜ 1√
LP

[α1β
∗
1 , · · · , αLβ

∗
P ]

T ∈ CLP×1, γ ≜ [γ, · · · , γ]T ∈
CT1×1 is the direct channel coefficient, and n ≜
[n1, · · · , nQ]

T ∈ CT1×1.
Now, we can formulate a parameter estimation problem as

argmin
θ̃,ϕ̃,η,γ

∥y −Aη − γ∥22 . (35)

Note that γ can be written as

γ =γ1

=γaT1
(0, 0),

(36)

which means that the direct channel serves a special path of
the cascaded channel with θ̃ = ϕ̃ = 0. Then, we can write
(33) as

y = Ãη̃ + n, (37)

where Ã ≜ [aT1(0, 0),A] ∈ CT1×(LP+1) and η̃ ≜

[
γ
η

]
∈

CLP+1.

Then, the problem in (35) is re-written by

argmin
θ̃,ϕ̃,η̃

∥∥∥y − Ãη̃
∥∥∥2
2
. (38)

To solve the problem, we can establish a dictionary Φ ∈
CT1×G containing atoms sampling G different

{
θ̃, ϕ̃
}

, where{
θ̃ = 0, ϕ̃ = 0

}
must be included for the direct channel. This

leads to a sparse recovery problem:

min ∥ξ∥0 , s.t. ∥y −Φξ∥22 ≤ ϵ, (39)

where ξ ∈ CG×1 is the (LP + 1)-sparse signal in which
each nonzero element denotes the path gain, and ϵ denotes
the precise factor.

2) Multi-Element FIM: In the t-the time slot of the q-th
subframe, t ∈ {1, · · · , T2}, q ∈ {1, · · · , Q}, the received
signal is expressed by

yq,t =
(
vT
q,tdiag(h

H
FU)hBF + hd

)
sq,t + nq,t

=
sq,t√
LP

vT
q,t

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pzq+ϕ̃l,pxq) + γsq,t + nq,t,

(40)
where {xq, zq} dentoes the element positions of the q-th
subframe, vq,t ∈ CN×1 denotes the PBF vector in the t-th
time slot, and nq,t is the noise.

With signals collected in T2 time slots, the column-stacked
signal yq ∈ CT2×1 in the q-th subframe is given by

yq =
1√
LP

WT
q

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pzq+ϕ̃l,pxq) + γ + nq,

(41)
where Wq ≜ [vq,1, · · · ,vq,T2

] ∈ CN×T2 , γ ≜ [γ, · · · , γ]T ∈
CT2×1, and nq ≜ [nq,1, · · · , nq,T2

] ∈ CT2×1 is the stacked
noise vector.

Finally, stacking all signals in Q subframes by columns, we
obtain

ỹ

≜
1√
LP


WT

1

∑L
l

∑P
p αlβ

∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz1+ϕ̃l,px1)

...
WT

Q

∑L
l

∑P
p αlβ

∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pzQ+ϕ̃l,pxQ)

+ γ̃ + ñ

=
1√
LP

W
T
1

. . .
WT

Q



∑L

l

∑P
p αlβ

∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz1+ϕ̃l,px1)

...∑L
l

∑P
p αlβ

∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pzQ+ϕ̃l,pxQ)


+ γ̃ + ñ

=
1√
LP

W̃T
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
∗
pe

j 2π
λ (θ̃l,pz̃+ϕ̃l,px̃) + γ̃ + ñ,

(42)

where W̃ ≜

W1

. . .
WQ

 ∈ CNT2×QT2 , x̃ ≜

[xT
1 , · · · ,xT

Q]
T ∈ CNT2×1, z̃ ≜ [zT1 , · · · , zTQ]T ∈ CNT2×1,

γ̃ ≜ [γT , · · · ,γT ]T ∈ CQT2×1, and ñ ≜ [nT
1 , · · · ,nT

Q]
T ∈

CQT2×1.
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Similar to (33), the above equation can be more compact:

ỹ = W̃TAη + γ̃ + ñ, (43)

where A ≜
[
aNT2

(
θ̃1, ϕ̃1

)
, · · · ,aNT2

(
θ̃LP , ϕ̃LP

)]
∈

CNT2×LP ,

aNT2

(
θ̃, ϕ̃
)
≜
[
ej

2π
λ (θ̃z1+ϕ̃x1), · · · , ej 2π

λ (θ̃zNT2
+ϕ̃xNT2

)
]T

,

(44)
and η ≜

√
1

LP [α1β
∗
1 , · · · , αLβ

∗
P ]

T ∈ CLP×1.
Similar to (36), we regard the direct channel component γ̃

as γaQT2 (0, 0), and re-write (43) by

ỹ = W̃TAη + aQT2
(0, 0)γ + ñ

= Ãη̃ + ñ
(45)

where Ã ≜
[
aQT2(0, 0),W̃

TA
]
∈ CQT2×(LP+1) and η̃ ≜[

γ
η

]
∈ CLP+1. Then, yielding the same form in (38):

argmin
θ̃,ϕ̃,η̃

∥∥∥ỹ − Ãη̃
∥∥∥2
2
. (46)

Similar to (39), we establish a dictionary Φ ∈ CQT2×G

according to Ã. Generating Φ here is slightly different from
below (46) due to the measurement matrix. Given the dictio-
nary Φ, we attain

min ∥ξ∥0 , s.t. ∥y −Φξ∥22 ≤ ϵ, (47)

where ξ ∈ CG×1 and ϵ share same definitions below (39).
Therefore, we find that channel estimation for both single-

element and multi-element FIM can be formulated as a stan-
dard CS problem with different sensing matrices.

B. Recovery Algorithm

The proposed channel estimation frameworks in (39) and
(47) can be addressed using standard sparse recovery al-
gorithms [46], which have been extensively studied across
various methodologies, including greedy iteration, convex
optimization, message passing, Bayesian learning, and deep
learning.

Before presenting the proposed CMFB-SBL algorithm, we
first introduce the two-layer hierarchical prior-based SBL
model for the linear form y = Φξ+ n. The two-layer hierar-
chical prior that promotes sparsity is commonly used for ξ ≜
[ξ1, · · · , ξG]T . Specifically, ξ is assumed to follow a complex
Gaussian distribution parameterized by ρ ≜ [ρ1, · · · , ρG]T ,
with ρi being the inverse variance of ξi, ∀i ∈ {1, · · · , G}:

p(ξ|ρ) =
G∏
i=1

p (ξi|ρi) =
G∏
i=1

CN
(
0, ρ−1

i

)
. (48)

Further, a Gamma prior is considered over ρ:

p(ρ|a, b) =
G∏
i=1

p (ρi|a, b) =
G∏
i=1

Γ−1(a)baρa−1
i e−bρi . (49)

By marginalizing over the hyperparameters ρ, the overall
prior on ξ is then evaluated as

p(ξ|a, b) =
N∏
i=1

∫ ∞

0

CN
(
ξi|0, ρ−1

i

)
Γ (ρi|a, b) dρi. (50)

The inverse of noise variance τ is also assumed to follow a
Gamma prior, p(τ) = Γ−1(c)dcτ c−1e−dτ . Now the likelihood
distribution can be written as

p(y|ξ, σ2) = (2πσ2)−G/2e
−∥y−Φξ∥2

2σ2 . (51)

1) V-SBL: The variational framework typically tackles in-
ference models with analytically intractable evidence, similar
to the goal of sampling methods. Variational methods solve
this problem by introducing a distribution q, which splits the
log evidence into two terms:

log p(y) =

∫
q(Θ) log

p(y,Θ)

q(Θ)
−
∫

q(Θ) log
p(Θ|y)
q(Θ)

, (52)

where Θ ≜ [ξ,ρ, σ2] denotes the parameter of interest, and
the former term is evidence lower bound (ELBO) and the latter
is Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergency. As log p(y) is irrelated
to q(Θ), maximizing ELBO is equivalent to minimizing KL
divergency. This promotes q(Θ) approaching p(Θ|y) when
the KL divergency gets minimum.

Adopting a a factorized form over Θ [47], such that

q(Θ) = q(ξ)q(ρ)q(σ2), (53)

the ELBO can then be maximized over all possible factorial
distributions by performing a free-form maximization over
{ξ,ρ, σ2} alternatively, yielding the optimal q(ξ), q(ρ), q(σ2):

q(ξ) =
eEρ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}∫
eEρ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}dξ

, (54)

q(ρ) =
eEξ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}∫
eEξ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}dρ

, (55)

q(σ2) =
eEξ,ρ{log p(y,Θ)}∫
eEξ,ρ{log p(y,Θ)}dσ2

, (56)

where

log p(y,Θ) = p(y|ξ,ρ, σ2)p(ξ|ρ)p(ρ)p(σ2)

= −G

2
log σ2 − 1

2σ2
∥y −Φξ∥22

+

G∑
i=1

(
1

2
log ρi −

ρi
2
|ξi|2 + (a− 1) log ρi + a log b− bρi

)
− (c− 1) log σ2 + c log d− d

σ2
+ Const.

(57)
Combining (54) and (57), we can obtain mean µ and

covariance Σ of q(ξ):

µ = E{σ−2}ΣΦHy, (58)

Σ =
(
E{σ−2}ΦHΦ+ diag(ρ)

)−1
. (59)
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Meanwhile, according to (55), (56), and (57), we can get
the parameter updating rule:

E{ρi} =
a+ 1

2
|µi|2+[Σ]i,i

2 + b
, (60)

E{σ−2} =
c+ G

2
∥y∥2

2−2ℜ{yHΦµ}+Tr(ΦHΦ(µµH+Σ))
2 + d

. (61)

Using the alternating approach, {µ,Σ} and the hyper-
paramters can be iteratively optimized to convengency. Finally,
µ is regarded as the final point estimate for ξ. The main com-
plexity is dominated by the inverse opertor for Σ, incurring
a complexity of O(G3) per iteration. Note that this can be
reduced by applying the Woodbury formula.

2) MFV-SBL: MFV-SBL [48], [49], also called space alter-
nating variational estimation (SAVE)-SBL in [48], considered
a fully factorized form over Θ extending (53) further:

q(Θ) =

G∏
i=1

q(ξi)

G∏
i=1

q(ρi)q(σ
2). (62)

This will significantly decrease the complexity by avoiding
the matrix inverse when updating parameters. For each scalar
variable Θu, u ∈ {1, · · · , 2G + 1}, in Θ, we obtain optimal
q(Θu):

q(Θu) =
eEΘ¬u{log p(y,Θ)}∫

eEΘ¬u{log p(y,Θ)}dΘu
, (63)

where Θ¬u denotes all variables in Θ except for Θu.
Combining (57) and (63), the mean and covariance of q(ξi)

can be derived:

µi = E{σ−2}[Σ]i,i[Φ]H:,i(y −Φ¬iµ¬i), (64)

[Σ]i,i =
1

E{σ−2}∥[Φ]:,i∥22 + ρi
. (65)

Comparing (59), the matrix invese is avoided thanks to the
fully factorized distribution and iterative updating for [Σ]i,i.
Moreover, the updating rule for parameters ρ and σ2 are the
same as (60) and (61).

Given some pre-calculations and storage memory [48], the
main complexity of MFV-SBL, which is O(G2) per iteration,
arises primarily from N matrix-vector multiplications needed
to calculate {µi}Gi=1.

3) Proposed CMFV-SBL: There are some drawbacks in V-
SBL and MFV-SBL. V-SBL focuses on full-dimension infor-
mation, introducing high complexity. MFV-SBL, on the other
hand, updates only one variable at a time in a greedy manner,
which may struggle with highly correlated cases. To address
this, we propose CMFV-SBL. This method strikes a balance by
using partially factorized distributions. It divides the variables
ξ and ρ into K clusters, such that ξ → {ξ1, · · · , ξK} and
ρ → {ρ1, · · · ,ρK}.

q(Θ) =

K∏
k=1

q(ξk)

K∏
k=1

q(ρk)q(σ
2). (66)

Extending (63) into this case, we can obtain the optimal
q(ξk):

q(ξk) =
e
Eξ¬k,ρ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}∫

e
Eξ¬k,ρ,σ2{log p(y,Θ)}

dξk
. (67)
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Fig. 6: NMSE of different methods versus Q.

By substituting the residual r = y −Φ¬kξ¬k, where Φ¬k is
formed by the columns in Φ that do not include the columns
corresponding to ξk, into (57), the quadratic term becomes

1

σ2
∥y −Φξ∥22 =

1

σ2
∥r−Φkξk∥22. (68)

Therefore, we can obtain the mean and covariance of ξk,
∀k:

µk = E{σ−2}ΞkΦ
H
k r, (69)

Σk =
(
E{σ−2}ΦH

k Φk + diag(ρk)}
)−1

. (70)

Compared to the scalar inverse in (59), only a low-
dimensional matrix inverse is required here. To analyze the
complexity, we assume D clusters are uniformly divided.
The complexity of calculating µ and Σ per iteration is
O(max(G(G − D), GD2)). Here, D = G and D = 1 cor-
respond to V-SBL and MFV-SBL, respectively. The updating
rules for the parameters ρ and σ2 are the same as in (60) and
(61). The selection of the number of clusters and the elements
clustered together can significantly impact the performance
of CMFV-SBL. We apply the K-means clustering approach to
divide the G atoms into D clusters. Additionally, to accelerate
the algorithm, we remove indices with very large ρ values
in each iteration, thereby reducing the dictionary size as the
iterations progress.
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Fig. 7: NMSE of different methods versus SNR.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we conduct a series of numerical simulations
to evaluate channel estimation for FIM. The simulations are
set in a system operating at a central frequency of 10 GHz.
The FIM is equipped with N = 4×4 movable elements. Path
gains αl, βp, ∀l, p, are modeled following a complex Gaussian
distribution, CN (0, 1). The number of channel paths L and P
are set to 4. The azimuth angle ϕ̃l,p and elevation angle θ̃l,p
are assumed to distribute on a 12× 12 grid. The time slots of
EM are set to T2 = 9, which make the 4× 4 elements move
to form a 12 × 12 virtual array for channel estimation. The
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined as 1/σ2. In the following
simulations, SNR and the subframe Q are varied to evaluate
the normalized mean squared error (NMSE) performance for
cascaded and direct channel estimation, where cascaded and
direct channels are characterized by the virtual array size
and a scalar, respectively. This paper evaluates various meth-
ods, including fast iterative shrinkage-thresholding algorithm
(FISTA) [50], orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) [51], MFV-
SBL [48], FMF-SBL [49], and the proposed CMFV-SBL. For
all algorithms except OMP, the maximum number of iterations
is set to 400. The iteration count for OMP is set to match the
number of cascaded paths, PL = 16.

We first evaluate the impact of the number of subframes Q
on different methods. As shown in Fig. 6, where Q ranges

50 100 150 200 250 300

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

Fig. 8: Running time versus the virtual array size.

from 2 to 16 and the SNR is set to 20 dB, all algorithms
except FISTA exhibit substantial NMSE performance for both
cascaded and direct channel estimation, highlighting the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed joint estimation framework. The
NMSE trend indicates that within the proposed framework,
low pilot overhead is sufficient for channel estimation, with
Q = 8 achieving significant NMSE performance. Furthermore,
the simulations demonstrate that the proposed CMFV-SBL
algorithm outperforms other benchmarks in joint cascaded and
direct channel estimation.

We then evaluate the impact of SNR values on different
methods. As shown in Fig. 7, with SNR ranging from 5 to
30 dB and the number of subframes being set to Q = 16, it
can be observed that FISTA and OMP show slight NMSE per-
formance improvements for both cascaded and direct channel
estimation as SNR increases. At low SNR levels, below 15
dB, FMF-SBL, MFV-SBL, and CMFV-SBL exhibit compa-
rable performance. However, as SNR increases, CMFV-SBL
demonstrates a clear advantage over the other two algorithms.

Fig. 8 presents the running time for different methods using
a 13th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-13650HX CPU to illustrate
their time complexity. The number of subframes Q and the
SNR are set to 12 and 20 dB, respectively. The virtual array is
formed by multiple EMs with a size of NT2. The maximum
iteration number for FISTA, MFV-SBL, FMF-SBL, and the
proposed CMFV-SBL is set to 400, with the tolerance for
stopping error set to 10−8. It can be observed that the OMP
algorithm has the fastest speed, as it typically requires fewer it-
erations in highly sparse cases. However, its drawbacks include
reliance on known sparsity and relatively poor performance.
Notably, the proposed CMFV-SBL algorithm achieves the
second fastest speed and is comparable to OMP when the
virtual array size is small.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper investigates FIM-aided communications in a
SISO setup. First, the EM-only, PBF-only, and EM-PBF
modes are compared in terms of received signal power,
demonstrating that: 1) spatial constructive and destructive
interference effects depend on element positions and phase
coefficients, 2) the EM-only mode, which optimizes element
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positions, outperforms the PBF-only mode, which optimizes
phase coefficients, by effectively addressing multi-path effects,
and 3) the EM-PBF mode achieves superior performance. Ad-
ditionally, a channel estimation protocol for single- and multi-
element FIM is designed, along with a joint cascaded and
direct channel estimation framework within a sparse recovery
problem. To this end, we propose a clustering mean-field
variational sparse Bayesian learning algorithm, which proves
the effectiveness of the estimation protocol and framework,
and outperforms the benchmarks.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.11

We first simplify the expressions of fPBF(v
⋆) and fUB as:

fPBF(v
⋆) =

(
|γ|+ 1√

LP

∣∣∣∣∣
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
⋆
p

∣∣∣∣∣
)2

=|γ|2 + 2√
LP

|γ|

∣∣∣∣∣
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
⋆
p

∣∣∣∣∣+ 1

LP

∣∣∣∣∣
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

αlβ
⋆
p

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(71)

fUB =

(
|γ|+ 1√

LP

L∑
l=1

P∑
p=1

|αlβ
∗
p |

)2

= |γ|2 + 2√
LP

|γ|
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

|αlβ
∗
p |+

1

LP

(
L∑

l=1

P∑
p=1

|αlβ
∗
p |

)2

.

(72)
We assume γ ∼ CN (0, σ2

γ), αl ∼ CN (0, σ2
α), and βp ∼

CN (0, σ2
β), such that

∑L
l=1

∑P
p=1 αlβ

⋆
p ∼ CN (0, LPσ2

ασ
2
β),

the amplitude |γ| ∼ Rayleigh
(

σγ√
2

)
,
∣∣∣∑L

l=1 αl

∣∣∣ ∼

Rayleigh
(√

Lσα√
2

)
, and

∣∣∣∑P
p=1 β

∗
p

∣∣∣ ∼ Rayleigh
(√

Pσβ√
2

)
,

where Rayleigh (σ) is the Rayleigh distribution with scale
parameter σ.

The expectation of fPBF(v
⋆) is given by

E {fPBF(v
⋆)} =E

{
|γ|2
}
+

2√
LP

E

{
|γ|

∣∣∣∣∣
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2
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(73)
where (c) holds due to E {Rayleigh (σ)} =

√
π
2σ.

The expectation of fUB is given by

E {fUB} =E
{
|γ|2
}
+
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LP
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Furthermore, we have

E


(

L∑
l=1

|αl|

)2
 =E

{
L∑

l=1

|αl|2 + 2
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E


(
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|αl|

)2
 (d)

= Pσ2
β + P (P − 1)

πσ2
β

4
, (76)

where (d) holds due to the known variance of complex
Gaussian and the expectation of Rayleigh distribution.

Hence, we obtain

E {fUB} =σ2
γ +

π
√
π
√
LP

4
σγσασβ

+

(
1 +

π(L− 1)

4
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1 +
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