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Abstract—An efficient beamforming design is proposed for
continuous aperture array (CAPA)-based point-to-point multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) systems. In contrast to conven-
tional spatially discrete array (SPDA)-MIMO systems, whose op-
timal beamforming can be obtained using singular-value decom-
position, CAPA-MIMO systems require solving the eigendecom-
position of a Hermitian kernel operator, which is computationally
prohibitive. To address this challenge, an explicit closed-form
expression for the achievable rate of CAPA-MIMO systems is
first derived as a function of the continuous transmit beamformer.
Subsequently, an iterative weighted minimum mean-squared
error (WMMSE) algorithm is proposed, directly addressing the
CAPA-MIMO beamforming optimization without discretization
approximation. Closed-form updates for each iteration of the
WMMSE algorithm are derived via the calculus of variations
(CoV) method. For low-complexity implementation, an equiva-
lent matrix-based iterative solution is introduced using Gauss-
Legendre quadrature. Our numerical results demonstrate that
1) CAPA-MIMO achieves substantial performance gain over the
SPDA-MIMO, 2) the proposed WMMSE algorithm enhances per-
formance while significantly reducing computational complexity
compared to state-of-the-art Fourier-based approaches, and 3)
the proposed WMMSE algorithm enables practical realization
of parallel, non-interfering transmissions.

Index Terms—Beamforming optimization, continuous aperture
array (CAPA), MIMO

I. INTRODUCTION

IN the evolving landscape of multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) communications, the continuous aperture array

(CAPA) emerges as a transformative technology, redefining the
paradigms of antenna design and performance [1]–[3]. Unlike
traditional spatially discrete arrays (SPDAs), which consist of
separate antenna elements, CAPAs utilize an electrically large
aperture with a continuous current distribution, effectively
forming a spatially continuous electromagnetic (EM) surface.
This continuous structure enables precise beamforming ca-
pabilities, allowing for enhanced spatial resolution and the
ability to approach the upper limits of spatial degrees of
freedom within a given spatial resource. Furthermore, the
principles underlying CAPA technology are deeply rooted in
electromagnetic information theory (EIT), an interdisciplinary
framework that integrates EM theory and information theory
to analyze physical systems for wireless communication. By
leveraging EIT, CAPAs can be optimized to harness the full
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potential of EM fields, leading to more efficient and higher-
capacity communication systems.

A. Prior Works

Early studies on CAPA technology focused on charac-
terizing the spatial degrees-of-freedom (DoFs) between two
CAPAs (sometimes referred to as two volumes) based on
EM theory. In particular, the authors of [4] established the
relationship between the DoFs of scattered EM fields and
Nyquist sampling principles. A rigorous method for DoF char-
acterization was proposed by the authors of [5], who derived
the proportionality of communication DoFs to the physical
volumes of transmit and receive CAPAs through eigenfunction
analysis. Subsequent studies refined these insights, analyzing
DoFs in various scenarios and providing more analytical
expressions [6]–[11]. Channel capacity is another important
issue for CAPA systems and has attracted significant research
attention. Due to the continuous nature of the signal model in
CAPA systems, the conventional methods for characterizing
the channel capacity in SPDA systems are no longer appli-
cable. Consequently, numerous advanced methods have been
developed to accurately quantify channel capacity for point-
to-point CAPA-MIMO systems, including the eigenfunction
method [12], Kolmogorov information theory [13], Fredholm
determinant analysis [14], and physics-informed algorithms
[15]. There have also been some initial efforts in characterizing
the capacity for the CAPA-aided multiple-input single-output
(MISO) broadcast channel and single-input multiple-output
(SIMO) multiple access channel [16].

In recent years, initial research efforts have emerged to de-
sign practical beamforming methods to approach channel ca-
pacity. The beamforming design for CAPA-MISO and CAPA-
SIMO systems has attracted particular attention due to their
simpler channel structures. For example, the authors of [17]
proposed a continuous-to-discrete approximation approach to
maximize the sum achievable rate. Exploiting the Fourier-
based approach, beamforming optimization for CAPA-SIMO
multiple access systems was further investigated in [18]. As
a further advance, the authors of [19] and [20] proposed to
exploit the calculus of variations (CoV) method to address the
continuous signal model in CAPA-MISO broadcast systems
directly. This method not only clarified the optimal beam-
former structures but also significantly reduced computational
complexity compared to the Fourier-based method. Similarly,
the optimal beamforming design for CAPA-SIMO multiple
access systems was derived in [21]. The application of deep
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learning for designing CAPA-MISO beamforming was ex-
plored in [22], where a single-subspace method was exploited
to achieve the continuous-to-discrete transformation. Addition-
ally, for point-to-point CAPA-MIMO systems, the authors of
[23] introduced a wavenumber-domain beamforming design
based on the Fourier-based approach, effectively approaching
channel capacity under line-of-sight conditions.

B. Motivation and Contributions
Beamforming design has been shown to be important

for maximizing communication performance and approaching
channel capacity in CAPA systems. Due to the continuous
nature of the CAPA signal model, discretization approaches
are commonly employed to approximate the continuous opti-
mization problem as a discrete one, enabling the use of classi-
cal optimization tools. The most representative discretization
technique is the Fourier-based approach, which leverages the
bandlimited property of spatial signals and half-wavelength
sampling in the wavenumber domain to achieve highly accu-
rate discretization [17], [23], [24]. However, the discretization
method typically encounters two practical challenges. The first
is the inevitable discretization loss compared to the original
continuous model. The second is the high dimensionality of
the discretized signal. For instance, the number of discretiza-
tion points required by the Fourier-based approach grows
dramatically with increasing CAPA aperture size and signal
frequency, leading to substantial computational complexity.

Although several techniques, such as the CoV method
[19]–[21], have been proposed to overcome the challenges
associated with the Fourier-based method, these solutions are
primarily tailored for CAPA-MISO or CAPA-SIMO systems
and cannot be directly applied to the considerably more
complex CAPA-MIMO channel. Nevertheless, the idea of
the CoV method [19]–[21] is particularly appealing, as it
directly addresses the continuous signal model without re-
quiring discretization approximation. This method not only
enhances communication performance but also significantly
reduces computational complexity. These promising obser-
vations motivate us to directly tackle the continuous beam-
forming design for CAPA-MIMO systems without relying on
discretization approximations—a problem for which, to the
best of our knowledge, no existing method currently exists.
The contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

• We study the beamforming design for a point-to-point
uni-polarized CAPA-MIMO system. For the first time,
we derive an explicit closed-form expression for the
achievable rate as a function of transmit beamformers.

• We propose an iterative weighted minimum mean-
squared error (WMMSE) algorithm to directly solve
the continuous beamforming optimization problem for
maximizing the achievable rate without relying on dis-
cretization approximations. Specifically, we characterize
the rate-MMSE relationship for CAPA-MIMO and derive
closed-form continuous receivers and beamformers at
each iteration by employing the CoV. Furthermore, we
introduce an equivalent, matrix-based implementation of
the WMMSE algorithm using Gauss-Legendre quadra-
ture, which facilitates practical usage.

• We present comprehensive numerical results demonstrat-
ing the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm. Key
findings include: 1) CAPA-MIMO substantially enhances
the achievable rate compared to SPAD-MIMO; 2) the
proposed WMMSE algorithm improves the achievable
rate while significantly reducing computational complex-
ity compared to the conventional Fourier-based method;
and 3) the proposed WMMSE algorithm can achieve
nearly parallel, non-interference transmission of multiple
data streams.

C. Organization and Notations

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows.
Section II introduces the system model and formulates the
beamforming design problem for CAPA-MIMO. Section III
details the proposed WMMSE algorithm. Section IV provides
a comparison between the proposed methods and the state-of-
the-art Fourier-based approach. Numerical results evaluating
the performance of different methods under various system
configurations are presented in Section V. Finally, Section VI
concludes the paper.

Notations: Scalars, vectors/matrices, and Euclidean sub-
spaces are denoted by regular, boldface, and calligraphic
letters, respectively. The sets of complex, real, and integer
numbers are represented by C, R, and Z, respectively. The
inverse, transpose, conjugate transpose (Hermitian transpose),
and trace operations are represented by (·)−1, (·)T , (·)H , and
Tr(·), respectively. The absolute value and Euclidean norm are
indicated by | · | and | · |, respectively. The ceiling function
is denoted by ⌈·⌉. The expectation operator is denoted by
E[·]. The real part of a complex number is denoted by ℜ·.
An identity matrix of size N × N is denoted by IN . Big-O
notation is represented by O(·).

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a single-carrier MIMO sys-
tem with CAPAs equipped at both transceivers. The continuous
surfaces of the Tx- and Rx-CAPAs are denoted by ST and SR,
respectively. Without loss of generality, the square-shape Tx-
CAPA is placed on the x–y plane, centered at the origin. Its
two sides are aligned parallel to the x- and y-axes, with lengths
along these axes denoted by LT,x and LT,y , respectively.
Under this circumstance, the coordinate of a point on the
Tx-CAPA can be expressed as s = [sx, sy, 0]

T . To model
the coordinates of a point on the Rx-CAPA, we introduce an
auxiliary coordinate system in which the Rx-CAPA is centered
at the origin. Its two sides are aligned parallel to the new x-
and y-axes, with lengths along these axes denoted by LR,x and
LR,y , respectively. Let r̂ = [r̂x, r̂y, 0]

T denote the coordinate
of a point on the Rx-CAPA in the auxiliary coordinate system.
The coordinates of this point in the original coordinate system
can then be expressed as

r = Rz(α)Ry(β)Rx(ϕ)r̂+ ro, (1)

where α, β, and ϕ are angles that the auxiliary coordinate
system rotates along the z-, y−, and x-axes of the original
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the point-to-point CAPA-MIMO system.

coordinate system, respectively, the matrices Rz(α), Ry(β),
and Rx(ϕ) are corresponding rotation matrices, and ro is the
coordinate of the origin of the auxiliary coordinate system in
the original coordinate system.

The Tx-CAPA contains sinusoidal source currents to radiate
information-bearing EM waves. Let J(s) ∈ C3×1,∀s ∈ ST,
denote the Fourier transform of the source current density at
the signal frequency f . The electric filed density generated by
the source current at the Rx-CAPA can be expressed as

E(r) =

∫
ST

G(r, s)J(s)ds ∈ C3×1,∀r ∈ SR, (2)

where G(r, s) ∈ C3×3 is the tensor Green’s function. Under
the line-of-sight condition, the Green’s function can be derived
from the inhomogeneous Helmholtz wave equation as [7]

G(r, s) =
−jηe−j 2π

λ ∥r−s∥

2λ∥r− s∥

(
I3 −

(r− s)(r− s)T

∥r− s∥2

)
, (3)

where η denotes the free-space impedance, λ = c/f denotes
the signal wavelength with c representing the speed of light.
This study considers uni-polarized CAPAs, with the polar-
ization direction of the Tx-CAPA aligned along the y-axis.
Therefore, the source current density is expressed as

J(s) = x(s)uT, (4)

where uT = [0, 1, 0]T represents the polarization direction
vector and x(s) ∈ C is the corresponding component of
the source current. Assuming N independent data streams to
transmit, the, x(s) can be expressed as

x(s) =

N∑
n=1

wn(s)cn = w(s)c, (5)

where w(s) = [w1(s), . . . , wN (s)] ∈ C1×N and c =
[c1, . . . , cN ]T ∈ CN×1, with wn(s) ∈ C denotes the contin-
uous beamformer for the n-th data stream cn ∈ C. The data
streams are assumed to be independent and have unit average
power, satisfying E[ccH ] = IN .

Similarly, the polarization direction of the Rx-CAPA aligns
with the y-axis of its local auxiliary coordinate system, with
polarization vector is uR = Rz(α)Ry(β)Rx(ϕ)ûR, where
ûR = [0, 1, 0]T . Therefore, the effective noisy electric field
density observed by the Rx-CAPA is given by [17], [23]

y(r) = uT
RE(r) + z(r) =

∫
ST

h(r, s)x(s) + z(r), (6)

where h(r, s) = uT
RG(r, s)uT ∈ C denotes the channel

response and z(r) ∼ CN (0, σ2) denotes independent white
Gaussian noise.

B. Problem Formulation

In this paper, we aim to optimize the transmit beamformer to
maximize the achievable rate. Although the achievable rate of
CAPA-MIMO has been extensively studied in the literature,
most existing works rely on approximations and bounding
techniques and, therefore, do not provide an explicit and
accurate expression of the achievable rate as a function of
the transmit beamformer. To bridge this gap, we formally
characterize the achievable rate in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. (Achievable rate of CAPA-MIMO) The achievable
rate that the data streams can reliably carry through channel
h(r, s) with the beamformer w(s) is given by

R = log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
Q

)
, (7)

where

e(r) =

∫
ST

h(r, s)w(s)ds, (8)

Q =

∫
SR

eH(r)e(r)dr. (9)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A
Based on Theorem 1, the achievable rate maximization

problem can be formulated as

max
w(s)

log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
Q

)
(10a)

s.t.

∫
ST

∥w(s)∥2ds ≤ PT, (10b)

where (10b) is to constraint the transmit power within in a
budget PT [23]. Theoretically, the optimal beamformer that
maximizes the achievable rate is “easy” to obtain. To elaborate,
we rewrite the achievable rate as

R = log det

(
IN +

1

σ2

∫
ST

∫
ST

wH(s)K(s, z)w(z)dzds

)
,

(11)

where K(s, z) is a Hermitian kernel operator measuring the
coupling between the two points s and z, given by

K(s, z) =

∫
SR

hH(r, s)h(r, z)dr. (12)

Similar to the eigendecomposition of a matrix, the kernel
K(s, z) can be decomposed into a complete set of basis
function [5]:

K(s, z) =

∞∑
n=1

ξnϕn(s)ϕ
H
n (z), (13)

where ξn is the non-negative eigenvalue and the ϕn(s) is the
orthogonal eigenfunction. It follows that

ξnϕn(s) =

∫
ST

K(s, z)ϕn(z)dz. (14)
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Therefore, assuming ξ1 ≥ ξ2 ≥ · · · ≥ ξn ≥ . . . , the optimal
beamformer can be obtained as

wn(s) =
√
Pnϕn(s), n = 1, . . . , N, (15)

where Pn is a power allocation coefficient that can be obtained
using the water-filling strategy.

Nevertheless, although deriving the optimal beamformer
is straightforward, its practical implementation remains pro-
hibitive due to the extremely high computational complexity
associated with numerically solving the eigendecomposition
problem (13). A common state-of-the-art approach is to dis-
cretize the continuous kernel using Fourier basis functions
[23]. However, this approach inevitably incurs discretization
losses and leads to high-dimensional discretized kernels. To
overcome these limitations, in the following section, we
propose a WMMSE algorithm that directly solves the rate
maximization problem in (10), thus effectively eliminating
discretization losses and significantly reducing computational
complexity.

III. WMMSE ALGORITHM FOR CAPA-MIMO

This section describes the proposed WMMSE algorithm
for solving problem (10). While the WMMSE algorithm is
typically unnecessary for conventional point-to-point SPDA-
MIMO, where the optimal beamformer can be directly ob-
tained via singular-value decomposition (SVD), it becomes
particularly useful for point-to-point CAPA-MIMO. Due to the
complexity involved in solving the eigendecomposition prob-
lem for CAPAs, the WMMSE algorithm provides an effective
alternative by circumventing the need for eigendecomposition.
In the following, we elaborate on adapting the WMMSE
algorithm specifically for CAPA-MIMO systems.

A. WMMSE Algorithm

To streamline the derivation of the WMMSE algorithm, we
first transform problem (10) into an equivalent unconstrained
problem using the following lemma.

Lemma 1. (Equivalent unconstrained problem) Let w†(s)
denote the optimal solution to the following unconstrained
optimization problem:

max
w(s)

R̃ = log det

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)
, (16)

where
σ̃2 =

σ2

PT

∫
ST

∥w(s)∥2ds. (17)

The optimal solution to problem (10) is given by

w⋆(s) =

√
PT∫

ST
∥w†(s)∥2ds

w†(s). (18)

Proof: It can be readily verified that the optimal solution
to problem (10) must satisfy the power constraint with equal-
ity, a condition clearly met by the solution provided in (18).
Furthermore, by substituting (18) into (10), one can verify that
the resulting objective value is always equal to the objective
value of (16). This completes the proof.

Based on Lemma 1, we focus on solving the unconstrained
problem (16) in the following. The corresponding signal model
of problem (16) is given by

ỹ(r) =

∫
ST

h(r, s)x(s)ds+ z̃(r), (19)

where z(r) ∼ CN (0, σ̃2) is the equivalent noise.
The key idea of the WMMSE algorithm is to transform the

rate-maximization problem into an equivalent weighted-MSE
minimization problem [25], [26]. Let v(r) ∈ C1×N denote the
receiver to estimate the data stream c from ỹ(r). The estimated
signal is given by

ĉ =

∫
SR

vH(r)ỹ(r)dr =

∫
SR

vH(r)e(r)cdr+ z̃, (20)

where

z̃ =

∫
SR

vH(r)z̃(r)dr ∼ CN
(
0, σ̃2

∫
SR

vH(r)v(r)dr

)
.

(21)

The above distribution of z̃ can be obtained following [21,
Lemma 1]. The MSE matrix related to the receiver v(r) is
given by

E =E
[
(ĉ− c)(ĉ− c)H

]
=

(
IN −

∫
SR

vH(r)e(r)dr

)(
IN −

∫
SR

vH(r)e(r)dr

)H

+ σ̃2

∫
SR

vH(r)v(r)dr (22)

The optimal MMSE receiver is given by1 [21, Theorem 4]

vMMSE(r) = argmin
v(r)

Tr (E) = argmin
v(r)

E
[
∥ĉ− c∥2

]
=

1

σ̃2
e(r)

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

. (23)

To obtain the MSE matrix achieved by the MMSE receiver,
we first derive the following intermediate expressions:

IN −
∫
SR

vH
MMSE(r)e(r)dr

= IN − 1

σ̃2

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

Q =

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

,

(24)∫
SR

vH
MMSE(r)vMMSE(r)dr

=
1

σ̃4

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

Q

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

. (25)

By substituting (24) and (25) into (22), the MSE matrix
achieved by the MMSE receiver can be obtained as

EMMSE =

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
Q

)−1

, (26)

1The MMSE receiver in (23) is derived under the assumption that successive
interference cancellation (SIC) is not employed, and thus is different from
the MMSE receiver presented in Appendix A, which is derived under the
condition that SIC is applied.



5

Algorithm 1 WMMSE Algorithm for CAPA-MIMO Achiev-
able Rate Maximization

1: initialize t = 0 and w0(s)
2: repeat
3: update vt+1(r) as vMMSE(r) for given wt(s)
4: update Ut+1 as E−1

MMSE for given wt(s)
5: update wt+1(s) by (28) for given vt+1(r) and Ut+1

6: until the fractional increase of the objective value of
problem (10) falls below a predefined threshold

7: scale the converged w(s) according to (18)

By comparing (16) and (26), it is easy to obtain a rate-MMSE
relationship of R̃ = log det

(
E−1

MMSE

)
. Based on this rela-

tionship, the rate maximization problem can be equivalently
reformulated as an MSE minimization problem, as stated in
the following theorem.

Theorem 2. (Equivalent MSE minimization problem) Define
a weight matrix U ⪰ 0. The optimal solution to problem (16)
is identical to the following problem:

min
w(s),v(r),U

Tr (UE)− log det(U). (27)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B.
Based on the equivalence established in Theorem 2, the

solution of w(s) to problem (16) can be obtained by solving
problem (27) in an alternating manner. Specifically, according
to the proof in Appendix B, for any given w(s), the optimal
solutions of v(r) and U are given by vMMSE(r) and E−1

MMSE,
respectively. Furthermore, for any given v(r) and U, the
optimal solution of w(s) is given in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. For any given v(r) and U, the optimal solution
of w(s) to the MSE minimization problem (27) is given by

w(s) = g(s)U

(
1

ε
IN +GU

)−1

, (28)

where

g(s) =

∫
SR

hH(r, s)v(r)dr, G =

∫
ST

gH(s)g(s)ds, (29)

V =

∫
SR

vH(r)v(r)dr, ε =
PT

σ2Tr(UV)
. (30)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix C.
Based on the above results, the WMMSE algorithm for

solving problem (10) is summarized in Algorithm 1.

B. Low-Complexity Implementation
In the WMMSE algorithm described in Algorithm 1, al-

though each optimization variable update has a closed-form
solution, its practical implementation remains challenging due
to the need for computing integrals and handling continu-
ous functions in each iteration. To overcome this challenge,
we propose a practical matrix-based implementation of the
WMMSE algorithm using Gauss-Legendre quadrature, which
is a widely-used effective numerical integration method and
takes the form [27]:∫ b

a

f(x)dx ≈ b− a

2

M∑
m=1

ωmf

(
b− a

2
θm +

a+ b

2

)
, (31)

where M is the number of sample points, {ωm}Mm=1 are
the quadrature weights, and {θm}Mm=1 are the roots of the
M -th Legendre polynomial. The Gauss-Legendre quadrature
converges geometrically as M increases. Therefore, a small
value of M , typically between 10 and 20, is usually sufficient
to approximate (31) with extremely high accuracy. Therefore,
in the following, we assume that the value of M is selected
such that (31) holds almost with equality.

In the CAPA-MIMO system, there are two kinds of integrals
that need to be calculated, i.e., the integrals over ST and
SR, respectively. By using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature, the
integral over ST can be reformulated as∫

ST

f(s)ds =

∫ LT,x
2

−
LT,x

2

∫ LT,y
2

−
LT,y

2

f(s)dsxdsy

=

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAT

4
f(sn,m), (32)

where

AT = LT,xLT,y, sn,m =

[
θiLT,x

2
,
θjLT,y

2
, 0

]T
. (33)

The integral over SR can be formulated as∫
SR

f(r)dr =

∫ LR,x
2

−
LR,x

2

∫ LR,y
2

−
LR,y

2

f(r)dr̂xdr̂y

=

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAR

4
f(rn,m), (34)

where

AR = LR,xLR,y, r̂n,m =

[
θiLR,x

2
,
θjLR,y

2
, 0

]T
(35)

rn,m = R(α)R(β)R(ϕ)r̂n,m + ro. (36)

It can be observed from (32) and (34) that the Gauss-Legendre
quadrature effectively transform the continuous integral cal-
culation into the discrete calculation. These transformations
facilitate the matrix-based implementation of the WMMSE
algorithm in Algorithm 1. In particular, the values of vt+1(r),
Ut+1, and wt+1(s) in the (t+1)-th iteration of the WMMSE
algorithm need to be calculated by given the value of wt(s)
obtained in the t-th iteration. Before proceeding to derive
these quantities, we first define Ms = M2 and the following
notations:

Wt =
[
wT

t (s1,1), . . . ,w
T
t (sM,M )

]T ∈ CMs×N , (37a)

h(r) =
[
h(r, s1,1), . . . , h(r, sM,M )

]
∈ C1×Ms , (37b)

h̃(s) =
[
hH(r1,1, s), . . . , h

H(rM,M , s)
]
∈ C1×Ms , (37c)

H =
[
hT (r1,1), . . . ,h

T (rM,M )
]T ∈ CMs×Ms , (37d)

ΦT =
1

4
ATdiag (ω1ω1, . . . , ωMωM ) ∈ CMs×Ms , (37e)

ΦR =
1

4
ARdiag (ω1ω1, . . . , ωMωM ) ∈ CMs×Ms . (37f)

1) Calculate vt+1(r) and Ut+1: To calculate these two
variables, et+1(r), σ̃2

t+1, and Qt+1 need to be calculated ac-
cording to (23) and (26). In particular, based on the expression
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(8) and the transformation (32), et+1(r) can be calculated by

et+1(r) =

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAT

4
h(r, sn,m)wt(sn,m)

=h(r)ΦTWt. (38)

Based on the expression (17) and the transformation (32), σ̃2
t+1

can be calculated by

σ̃2
t+1 =

σ2

PT

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAT

4
∥wt(sn,m)∥2

=
σ2

PT
Tr
(
WH

t ΦTWt

)
. (39)

Based on the expression (9) and the transformation (34), Qt+1

can be calculated by

Qt+1 =

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAR

4
eHt+1(rn,m)et+1(rn,m)

=WH
t ΦTH

HΦRHΦTWt. (40)

Therefore, based on (23), vt+1(r) can be calculated as

vt+1(r) =
1

σ̃2
t+1

et+1(r)

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
t+1

Qt+1

)−1

=h(r)ΦTWtΘ
−1
t+1, (41)

where Θt+1 = σ̃2
t+1IN +Qt+1. Furthermore, based on (26),

Ut+1 can be calculated as

Ut+1 = IN +
1

σ̃2
t+1

Qt+1. (42)

2) Calculate wt+1(s): According to (28), gt+1(s), Gt+1,
and Vt+1 need to be calculated first. In particular, based on
the expression in (29) and the transformation (34), gt+1(s)
can be calculated by

gt+1(s) =

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAR

4
hH(rn,m, s)vt+1(rn,m)

=h̃(s)ΦRHΦTWtΘ
−1
t+1. (43)

Based on the expression in (29) and the transformation (32),
Gt+1 can be calculated by

Gt+1 =

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAT

4
gH
t+1(sn,m)gt+1(sn,m)

=Θ−1
t+1W

H
t ΦTH

HΦRHΦTH
HΦRHΦTWtΘ

−1
t+1,

(44)

Based on the expression in (30) and the transformation (32),
Vt+1 can be calculated by

Vt+1 =

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

ωnωmAR

4
vH
t+1(rn,m)vt+1(rn,m)

=Θ−1
t+1W

H
t ΦTH

HΦRHΦTWtΘ
−1
t+1. (45)

Therefore, based on (28), wt+1(s) can be calculated by

wt+1(s) =gt+1(s)Ut+1

(
1

εt+1
IN +Gt+1Ut+1

)−1

Algorithm 2 Matrix-based WMMSE Algorithm for CAPA-
MIMO Achievable Rate Maximization

1: initialize t = 0 and W0

2: repeat
3: update Wt+1 as (47) for given Wt

4: until the fractional increase of the Rt falls below a
predefined threshold

5: calculate w(s) according (46) using the converged W
6: scale w(s) according to (18)

=h̃(s)ΦRHΦTWtΘ
−1
t+1Ut+1Ω

−1
t+1, (46)

where Ωt+1 = 1
εt+1

IN +Gt+1Ut+1. Furthermore, the expres-
sion of Wt+1 can be obtained as follows:

Wt+1 =
[
wT

t+1(s1,1), . . . ,w
T
t+1(sM,M )

]T
= HHΦRHΦTWtΘ

−1
t+1Ut+1Ω

−1
t+1. (47)

3) Overall Implementation: From the above results, it is
evident that Algorithm 1 can be implemented by iteratively
updating Wt according to (47). In each iteration, the objective
value can be computed as

Rt = log det

(
IN +

1

σ̃2
t

Qt

)
, (48)

where Qt is calculated as given in (40). Thus, the overall
matrix-based implementation of Algorithm 1 is summarized
in Algorithm 2. This algorithm can be extended to solve
beamforming problems with more general correlated power
constraints, as discussed in Appendix D. The computational
complexity of the algorithm arises primarily from matrix
inversion and multiplication operations. Therefore, given the
dimensions of the involved matrices, the overall complexity is
O(N3 +M3

s +NM2
s +MsN

2).

IV. COMPARISON WITH FOURIER-BASED APPROACH

In this section, we compare the proposed WMMSE algo-
rithm with the existing Fourier-based approach for CAPA-
MIMO beamforming. The Fourier-based method leverages the
band-limited property of signals in the wavenumber domain
(i.e., the Fourier transform of the spatial domain), enabling
continuous signals to be represented by a finite set of Fourier
basis functions. For the considered two-dimensional Tx- and
Rx-CAPAs, the continuous beamformer and receiver can be
expressed via Fourier series expansions as

w(s) =
∑

(n,m)∈D∞

wn,mψT,n,m(s), (49)

v(r) =
∑

(n,m)∈D∞

vn,mψR,n,m(r), (50)

where wn,m ∈ C1×N and vn,m ∈ C1×N denote the beam-
former and receiver coefficients in the wavenumber domain,
respectively, and D∞ = {(n,m) ∈ Z2}. The Fourier basis
functions ψT,n,m(s) and ψR,n,m(r) are defined as [23], [24]

ψT,n,m(s) =
1√
AT

e
j
(

2π
LT,x

nsx+
2π

LT,y
msy

)
, (51)

ψR,n,m(r) =
1√
AR

e
j
(

2π
LR,x

nr̂x+
2π

LR,y
mr̂y

)
. (52)
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The wavenumber-domain representations of the beamformer
and receiver are obtained by

wn,m =

∫
ST

w(s)ψH
T,n,m(s)ds, (53)

vn,m =

∫
SR

v(r)ψH
R,n,m(r)dr. (54)

It is proved that spatial-domain signals are band-limited in
the wavenumber domain, leading to the following approxima-
tions [23], [24]

w(s) ≈
∑

(n,m)∈DT

wn,mψT,n,m(s), (55)

v(r) ≈
∑

(n,m)∈DR

vn,mψR,n,m(r), (56)

where the index sets are defined as

DT =

{
(n,m) ∈ Z2 : |n| ≤

⌈
LT,x

λ

⌉
, |m| ≤

⌈
LT,y

λ

⌉}
,

(57)

DR =

{
(n,m) ∈ Z2 : |n| ≤

⌈
LR,x

λ

⌉
, |m| ≤

⌈
LR,y

λ

⌉}
.

(58)

Define MT,x =
⌈
LT,x

λ

⌉
, MT,y =

⌈
LT,y

λ

⌉
, MR,x =

⌈
LR,x

λ

⌉
,

and MR,y =
⌈
LR,y

λ

⌉
. Thus, the total number of terms in the

approximated Fourier series for the beamformer and receiver
are M̃T = (2MT,x + 1)(2MT,y + 1) and M̃R = (2MR,x +
1)(2MR,y + 1), respectively.

Based on the approximation discussed above, the estimated
signal at the RX-CAPA after applying the receiver v(r) can
be expressed as

ŷ =

∫
SR

vH(r)y(r)dr

≈
∑

(n,m)∈DR

∑
(n′,m′)∈DT

vHn,mH
w
n,m,n′,m′wn′,m′c+ z, (59)

where z ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

∑
(n,m)∈DR

vHn,mvn,m

)
and the

wavenumber-domain channel Hw
n,m,n′,m′ is given by

Hw
n,m,n′,m′ =

∫
SR

∫
ST

ψH
R,n,m(r)h(r, s)ψT,n′,m′(s)dsdr.

(60)

To simplify notation, we define the following matrices:

Hw =


Hw

1,1,1,1 · · · Hw
1,1,MT,x,MT,y

...
. . .

...
Hw

MR,x,MR,y,1,1
· · · Hw

MR,x,MR,y,MT,x,MT,y


∈ CM̃R×M̃T (61)

W =
[
wT

1,1, . . . ,w
T
MT,x,MT,y

]T
∈ CM̃T×N , (62)

V =
[
vT1,1, . . . ,v

T
MR,x,MR,y

]T
∈ CM̃R×N . (63)

Consequently, the estimated signal simplifies to

ŷ = V HHwW c+ z, (64)

which resembles the conventional discrete MIMO system
model. Thus, the achievable rate can be approximated as

R ≈ log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
WHHH

wHwW

)
. (65)

Similarly, the transmit power can be approximated by∫
ST

∥w(s)∥2ds ≈ Tr
(
WWH

)
, (66)

resulting in the following achievable rate maximization prob-
lem in the wavenumber domain:

max
W

log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
WHHH

wHwW

)
(67a)

s.t. Tr
(
WWH

)
≤ PT. (67b)

This formulation aligns exactly with the standard discrete
MIMO beamforming problem. The optimal solution for W
can be found through the SVD of the matrix Hw and the
water-filling power allocation [28].

The computational complexity of the Fourier-based ap-
proach primarily arises from three components. The first com-
ponent is the calculation of the wavenumber-domain channel
matrix Hw with entries defined in (60). Each entry can
be calculated using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature and the
transformation in (32) and (34), given by

Hw
n,m,n′,m′ = ψH

R,n,mΦRHΦTψT,n′,m′ , (68)

where

ψT,n,m = [ψT,n,m(s1,1), . . . , ψT,n,m(sM,M )]
T
, (69)

ψR,n,m = [ψR,n,m(r1,1), . . . , ψR,n,m(rM,M )]
T
. (70)

Thus, the complexity for computing matrix Hw is
O(M̃RM̃TM

2
s ). The second component is the the SVD of

Hw with complexity O(M̃RM̃T max{M̃R, M̃T}). The third
component is the power allocation using water-filling, which
has a complexity of O(N) [29]. In contrast to the pro-
posed WMMSE algorithm, the computational complexity of
the Fourier-based approach is primarily determined by M̃T

and M̃R, which can be extremely large. For example, for
a Tx-CAPA with LT,x = LT,y = 0.5 m, the value of
M̃T reaches 81 at 2.4 GHz, 729 at 7.8 GHz, and 2601 at
15 GHz. Consequently, although the Fourier-based approach
effectively converts the CAPA-MIMO problem into a discrete
MIMO problem, it may result in unaffordable computational
complexity.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents numerical results demonstrating the
effectiveness of the proposed WMMSE algorithm. Unless
otherwise specified, all simulations are conducted using the
following setup. The areas of the Tx- and Rx-CAPAs are both
set as AT = AR = 0.25m2, with edge lengths LT,x = LT,y =√
AT and LR,x = LR,y =

√
AR. The position and orientation

of the Rx-CAPA relative to the Tx-CAPA are defined by



8

Fig. 2: Convergence behavior of the proposed WMMSE algorithm.

setting ro = [0, 0, 10m]T and α = β = ϕ = 0, which
implies that the Tx- and Rx-CAPAs are parallel to each other
and their polarization directions are matched for maximum
wave reception. The signal frequency is set to f = 2.4GHz,
and the free-space impedance is η = 120πΩ. The transmit
power and noise power are specified as PT = 100mA2 and
σ2 = 5.6× 10−3 V2/m2, respectively. Finally, the number of
Gauss-Legendre quadrature samples is set to M = 10.

A. Benchmarks

The following benchmarks are considered in the simulation.
1) Fourier-SVD: This benchmark refers to the Fourier-

based approach presented in Section IV, where the continuous
beamformer and receiver are approximated using finite Fourier
series and the final problem is solved using SVD of the
wavenumber-domain channel. For both the proposed WMMSE
algorithm and the Fourier-SVD benchmark, the number of data
streams is set to N = min{M̃R, M̃T}, unless stated otherwise,
to ensure the maximization of the multiplexing gain.

2) SPDA: In this benchmark, both the transmitter and
receiver are assumed to utilize SPDAs of identical size to their
CAPA counterparts. The corresponding signal model is derived
following the methods presented in [23] and [17]. Specifically,
the Tx-SPDA and Rx-SPDA are each composed of discrete
antennas with an effective aperture of Ad = λ2

4π and spacing
of d = λ

2 .Consequently, the number of antennas is MT =
MT,x ×MT,y for the Tx-SPDA and MR = MR,x ×MR,y

for the Rx-SPDA, where MT,x = ⌈LT,x

d ⌉, MT,y = ⌈LT,y

d ⌉,
MR,x = ⌈LR,x

d ⌉ and MR,y = ⌈LR,y

d ⌉. The position of the
(n,m)-th antenna at the Tx-SPDA is given by

s̄n,m =

[
(n− 1)d− LT,x

2
, (m− 1)d− LT,y

2
, 0

]T
. (71)

Similarly, the location of the (n,m)-th antenna at the Rx-
SPDA is given by

r̄n,m = Rz(α)Ry(β)Rx(ϕ)ˆ̄rn,m + ro, (72)

ˆ̄rn,m =

[
(n− 1)d− LR,x

2
, (m− 1)d− LR,y

2
, 0

]T
. (73)

Fig. 3: Convergence behavior of the achievable rate with the num-
ber Gauss-Legendre samples under different signal frequencies and
aperture sizes.

Let ST,n,m and SR,n,m denote the surface of the (n,m)-th
antennas at the Tx-SPDA and Rx-SPDA, respectively. The
beamformer and receiver can be expressed as

w(s) =
1√
Ad

∑
(n,m)∈ET

wn,mrect(s ∈ ST,n,m), (74)

v(r) =
1√
Ad

∑
(n,m)∈ER

vn,mrect(r ∈ SR,n,m), (75)

where wn,m ∈ C1×N and vn,m ∈ C1×N are the discrete
beamformer and receiver, respectively. The index sets are
given by ET = {(n,m) ∈ Z2 : 1 ≤ n ≤ MT,x, 1 ≤ m ≤
MT,y} and ER = {(n,m) ∈ Z2 : 1 ≤ n ≤ MR,x, 1 ≤
m ≤ MR,y}. The SPDA signal model can thus be obtained
following the procedure described in Section IV. Specifically,
referring to (60), the channel between the (n′,m′)-th transmit
antenna and the (n,m)-th receive antenna is given by

Hn,m,n′,m′ =

∫
SR,n,m

∫
ST,n′,m′

1

Ad
h(r, s)drds

≈Adh(r̄n,m, s̄n′,m′). (76)

Consequently, the achievable rate is given by

R = log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
W

H
H

H
HW

)
, (77)

where W = [wT
1,1, . . . ,w

T
MT,x,MT,y

]T and H is defined
similar to (61). The optimal solution to the corresponding
rate maximization problem can be obtained through SVD and
water-filling power allocation. For the SPDA benchmark, the
number of data streams is set to N = min{MR,MT}.

B. Convergence and Complexity of the Proposed Algorithm

Fig. 2 demonstrates the rapid convergence of the proposed
WMMSE algorithm with respect to the number of iterations
under varying aperture sizes, thereby confirming its effective-
ness. Furthermore, as illustrated in Fig. 3, another convergence
trend is observed as the number of Gauss-Legendre samples
increases, owing to the enhanced accuracy in integral compu-
tations. Notably, the proposed WMMSE algorithm requires
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TABLE I: Comparison of Average CPU Time for Different Approaches with N = 10 and M = 10.

Frequency AT = 0.2 m2 AT = 0.3 m2 AT = 0.4 m2

WMMSE Fourier-SVD WMMSE Fourier-SVD WMMSE Fourier-SVD

2.4 GHz 0.246 s 0.615 s 0.244 s 1.277 s 0.257 s 2.387 s
5 GHz 0.245 s 7.029 s 0.255 s 16.076 s 0.237 s 22.828 s

7.8 GHz 0.239 s 31.985 s 0.247 s 75.893 s 0.243 s 123.490 s

Fig. 4: Capacity versus transmit power.

Fig. 5: Capacity versus aperture size.

only a few samples (fewer than 5) to achieve high accu-
racy, whereas the Fourier-SVD method demands significantly
more, especially for high frequencies and large apertures. This
disparity arises because the Fourier-SVD approach relies on
Gauss-Legendre quadrature to compute a large number of
distinct integrals in the wavenumber-domain channel matrix
Hw, resulting in substantial error accumulation. These obser-
vations indicate that the high computational complexity of the
Fourier-SVD method stems not only from the large number
of wavenumber-domain samples but also from the extensive
Gauss-Legendre samples required.

To further investigate computational complexity, Table I
presents the CPU time consumed by different approaches, with
parameters fixed at N = 10 and M = 10. All experiments are
conducted using MATLAB R2024a on an Apple M3 silicon
chip, and the number of iterations for the proposed WMMSE
algorithm is fixed at 100. It is observed that the CPU time for
the Fourier-SVD method increases dramatically from 0.615 s
to 123.490 s as frequency and array aperture grow, whereas

Fig. 6: Capacity versus distance between Tx- and Rx-CAPAs.

Fig. 7: Capacity versus frequency.

the proposed WMMSE algorithm maintains a consistently low
CPU time of approximately 0.250 s. The practical CPU time
of the WMMSE algorithm can be even lower than 0.250
seconds, as the number of iterations required for convergence
is typically much less than 100, as demonstrated in Fig. 2.

C. Achievable Rate Versus Different Parameters

Fig. 4 illustrates the increase in achievable rate with higher
transmit power. As shown in the figure, the proposed WMMSE
algorithm consistently achieves a higher achievable rate than
the Fourier-SVD approach while also exhibiting lower com-
putational complexity. This advantage stems from the ability
of the proposed algorithm to effectively avoid discretization
loss. The figure also highlights the significant performance
gain of CAPA over SPDA, attributed to the enhanced spatial
DoFs offered by CAPA. Additionally, a performance loss
occurs when the rotation angle ϕ, which defines the orientation
of the Rx-CAPA with respect to the x-axis, changes from
0 to π/4. This performance loss results from the reduced
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(a) N = 6, R = 42.08 bit/s/Hz. (b) N = 8, R = 42.14 bit/s/Hz. (c) N = 10, R = 42.26 bit/s/Hz.

Fig. 8: Normalized correlation between different data streams.

effective apertures and polarization mismatch between non-
parallel CAPAs [30]. Similar phenomenons are observed in
Fig. 5, which demonstrates the impact of array aperture. In
this figure, we keep AT = AR. It is interesting to see that
the achievable rate of SPDAs does not increase smoothly with
aperture size. This is because a larger aperture does not always
result in a higher number of antennas for SPDAs.

Fig. 6 demonstrates the decreasing trend in achievable rate
as the distance between the Tx- and Rx-CAPAs increases.
This behavior can be attributed to two main factors: the
increased free-space path loss and the reduction in spatial
DoFs in line-of-sight MIMO channels [30]. Additionally, there
is a substantial performance gain achieved by multiple data
streams than single data streams (i.e., N = 1) when the Tx-
and Rx-CAPAs are close due to the enhanced spatial DoFs,
which highlights the importance of fully exploiting spatial
DoFs in line-of-sight CAPA-MIMO systems. Furthermore,
Fig. 7 shows that the achievable rate increases with signal
frequency. This improvement is attributed to the higher spatial
DoFs available at higher frequency bands [31].

D. Correlation Between Different Data Streams

An important feature of point-to-point MIMO channels is
that they can be converted into parallel, non-interfering single-
input single-output (SISO) channels, allowing each data stream
to be independently decoded without SIC while still achieving
the channel capacity. Such an ideal decomposition is precisely
realized when employing eigendecomposition (13) for the
beamforming design [5]. Results shown in Fig. 8 indicate
that the proposed WMMSE algorithm closely achieves this
decomposition. Specifically, the correlation between the n-th
and m-th data streams is defined as

ξn,m =

∣∣∣∣∫
SR

∫
ST

vHn (r)h(r, s)wm(s)dsdr

∣∣∣∣2 , (78)

which can be interpreted as the desired signal power for m = n
or the interference caused by the m-th data stream when de-
coding the n-th data stream for m ̸= n. More particularly, the
beamformer wm(s) is obtained using the proposed WMMSE
algorithm, and the receiver vn(r) is designed as the optimal
MMSE receiver in (23) without SIC. Fig. 8 illustrates that
near-perfect orthogonality between data streams is achievable
for N = 6 data streams. While for N = 8 and N = 10,

the orthogonality is slightly reduced, but the inter-stream
interference is still maintained at a low level. Furthermore,
when N = 10, it can be observed that the strength of the signal
is high for only the first several data streams. This is because of
the limited spatial DoFs of the line-of-sight channel. Finally,
considering the marginal achievable rate improvement from
42.08 bit/s/Hz to 42.26 bit/s/Hz when increasing from 6 to
10 data streams, it would be more efficient in practice to
avoid transmitting a large number of data streams, which
helps to reduce receiver complexity while maintaining high
performance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has proposed an efficient WMMSE algorithm
to address beamforming optimization in point-to-point CAPA-
MIMO systems, effectively overcoming the discretization loss
and high computational complexity associated with conven-
tional Fourier-based approaches. The proposed algorithm also
shows promise for extension to multi-user CAPA-MIMO
beamforming optimization, which is a compelling direction
for future research.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

In this appendix, we derive the achievable rate based on the
MMSE-SIC receiver, which is shown to be optimal for MIMO
systems [32]. Without loss of generality, we assume that the
SIC is sequentially carried out from the first to the N -th data
stream. Under this assumption, the signal for decoding the
n-th data stream after the SIC is given by

yn(r) =

∫
ST

h(r, s)wn(s)cndr

+
∑
j>n

∫
ST

h(r, s)wj(s)cjds+ z(r). (79)

Applying a receiver vn(r) to yn(r) yields

ỹn =

∫
SR

vHn (r)en(r)cndr+
∑
j>n

∫
SR

vHn (r)ej(r)cjdr+ zn,

(80)
where

en(r) =

∫
ST

h(r, s)wn(s)ds, zn =

∫
SR

vHn (r)z(r)dr.

(81)
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More particularly, zn is the effective noise after the receiver.
According to [21, Lemma 1], it follows a distribution of

zn ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

∫
SR

|vn(r)|2dr
)
. (82)

Consequently, the SINR for decoding cn is given by

γn =

∣∣∣∫SR
vHn (r)en(r)dr

∣∣∣2∑
j>n

∣∣∣∫SR
vHn (r)ej(r)dr

∣∣∣2 + σ2
∫
SR

|vn(r)|2dr
.

(83)
Following [21, Theorem 3], the optimal vn(r) for maximizing
γn is the MMSE receiver, which is given by

vMMSE
n (r) = en(r)−

1

σ2
en(r)

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)−1

qn,

(84)

where

Qn =

∫
SR

eHn (r)en(r)dr ∈ C(N−n)×(N−n), (85)

qn =

∫
SR

eHn (r)en(r)dr ∈ C(N−n)×1, (86)

and en(r) = [en+1(r), . . . , eN (r)] ∈ C1×(N−n). By substitut-
ing (84) into (83), we obtain the following optimal SINR (see
Section V-C of [21] for detailed derivations):

γMMSE
n =

1

σ2

∫
SR

|en(r)|2 dr

− 1

σ4
qH
n

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)−1

qn. (87)

Therefore, the achievable rate realized by the MMSE-SIC
receiver is given by

R =

N∑
n=1

log
(
1 + γMMSE

n

)
. (88)

However, the above expression is non-tractable due to the
complicated form of γMMSE

n . To simplify it, we reformulate
the achievable rate of each data stream, i.e., Rn = log(1 +
γMMSE
n ), as given in (89). In particular, step (a) in (89) follows

the determinant of block matrices, which states that [33]

det

([
A B

C D

])
= det

(
A−BD−1C

)
det (D) . (90)

Based on the results in (89), the achievable rate R can be
reformulated as

R =

N−1∑
n=1

(
log det

(
IN−n+1 +

1

σ2
Qn−1

)

− log det

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

))
= log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
Q0

)
.

(91)

By defining Q ≜ Q0, the expression of the achievable rate in
(7) can be obtained. The proof is thus completed.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

This theorem can be proven by following the approach used
in the proof for conventional discrete arrays [26]. First, it can
be shown that when other optimization variables are fixed,
the optimal v(r) corresponds to the MMSE receiver given in
(23), while the optimal U is given by E−1. Substituting these
optimal solutions into problem (27) transforms it into

min
w(s)

N − log det(E−1
MMSE), (92)

which, according to (26), is equivalent to problem (16). The
proof is thus completed.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

To simplify the derivation of the optimal w(s), we first
define the following notations:

g(s) =

∫
SR

hH(r, s)v(r)dr, V =

∫
SR

vH(r)v(r)dr.

(93)
The, the MSE matrix in (22) can be reformulated as

E =

(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(s)w(s)ds

)(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(s)w(s)ds

)H

+
σ2

PT
V

∫
ST

∥w(s)∥2ds. (94)

When all optimization parameters are fixed except for w(s),
problem (27) reduces to

min
w(s)

G
(
w(s)

)
= Tr(UE). (95)

Rn = log

(
1 +

1

σ2

∫
SR

|en(r)|2 dr−
1

σ4
qH
n

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)−1

qn

)

(a)
= log det



(
1 +

1

σ2

∫
SR

|en(r)|2 dr
)

1

σ2
qH
n

1

σ2
qn

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)

− log det

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)

= log det

(
IN−n+1 +

1

σ2
Qn−1

)
− log det

(
IN−n +

1

σ2
Qn

)
. (89)
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This problem is a functional optimization problem, which can
be solved using the CoV method. Specifically, the optimal
w(s) is determined by satisfying the following condition:

dG
(
w(s) + ϵη(s)

)
dϵ

∣∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

= 0, (96)

where η(s) ∈ C1×N is any arbitrary smooth function with
each entry defined on ST. To leverage the above condition, we
first give the explicit expression for Φ(ϵ) ≜ G

(
w(s)+ϵη(s)

)
,

given by:

Φ(ϵ) = 2ϵℜ
{∫

ST

p(s)ηH(s)ds

}
+Ψ(ϵ2) + C, (97)

where Ψ(ϵ2) collect terms related to ϵ2, C is a constant, and

p(s) = g(s)U

(∫
ST

gH(z)w(z)dz− IN

)
+
σ2Tr (UV)

PT
w(s). (98)

Substituting (97) into (96) yields

ℜ
{∫

ST

p(s)ηH(s)ds

}
= 0. (99)

Following the fundamental lemma of CoV given in [20,
Lemma 1], it must hold that p(s) = 0 to satisfy the above
conditions for any arbitrary η(s), leading to the following
result:

w(s) = εg(s)U

(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(z)w(z)dz

)
, (100)

where ε = PT

σ2Tr(UV) . However, obtaining an explicit expres-
sion for w(s) from (100) remains challenging, as w(s) appears
on both sides of the equation. To solve it, we multiply both
sides of (100) by gH(s) and integrate over ds, resulting in

Λ = εGU (IN −Λ) , (101)

where

Λ =

∫
ST

gH(s)w(s)ds, G =

∫
ST

gH(s)g(s)ds. (102)

Following (101), matrix W can be calculated as

Λ =

(
1

ε
IN +GU

)−1

GU. (103)

By substituting (103) into (100), the optimal w(s) can be
obtained as

w(s) =εg(s)U

(
IN −

(
1

ε
IN +GU

)−1

GU

)

=g(s)U

(
1

ε
IN +GU

)−1

. (104)

APPENDIX D
EXTENSION OF WMMSE FOR

CORRELATED POWER CONSTRAINTS

In this appendix, we discuss the extension of the WMMSE
algorithm for solving the more general correlated power con-

straint given below:∫
ST

∫
ST

w(s)cT(s− z)wH(z)dzds ≤ PT, (105)

where cT(s− z) characterize the correlation between points s
and z at the Tx-CAPA. One of the primary reasons for corre-
lation is mutual coupling, which refers to the electromagnetic
interaction between individual radiating elements when placed
in close proximity [34]. When cT(s−z) = δ(s−z), i.e., there
is no correlation, the power constraint (105) reduces to (10b).
Similar to Lemma 1, maximizing the achievable rate subject
to the new power constraint (105) can be formulated as an
unconstrained problem as

max
w(s)

R̃ = log det

(
IN +

1

σ̃
2Q

)
, (106)

where

σ̃
2
=
σ2

PT

∫
ST

∫
ST

w(s)cT(s− z)wH(z)dzds. (107)

Following Theorem 2, problem (106) can be transformed into
the following equivalent MSE minimization problem:

min
w(s),v(r),U

Tr
(
UẼ

)
− log det(U), (108)

where Ẽ is given by

Ẽ =

(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(s)w(s)ds

)(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(s)w(s)ds

)H

+
σ2

PT
V

∫
ST

∫
ST

w(s)cT(s− z)wH(z)dzds. (109)

Following the procedure in Section III-A, the optimal solu-
tions of v(r) and U to problem (108) can be derived as

v(r) = ṽMMSE =
1

σ̃
2 e(r)

(
IN +

1

σ̃
2Q

)−1

, (110)

U = Ẽ−1
MMSE = IN +

1

σ̃
2Q. (111)

The optimal solution of w(s) can be obtained by mini-
mizing G̃(w(s)) = Tr(UẼ) using the CoV method as in
Appendix C. In particular, define Φ̃(ϵ) = G̃(w(s) + ϵη(s)),
whose explicit expression is given by

Φ̃(ϵ) = 2ϵℜ
{∫

ST

p̃(s)ηH(s)ds

}
+ Ψ̃(ϵ2) + C̃, (112)

where Ψ̃(ϵ2) collect terms related to ϵ̃2, C̃ is a constant, and

p̃(s) = g(s)U

(∫
ST

gH(z)w(z)dz− IN

)
+
1

ε

∫
ST

cT(s− z)w(z)dz. (113)

Following the fundamental lemma of CoV, it must hold that
p̃(s) = 0, which yields∫
ST

cT(s− z)w(z)dz = εg(s)U

(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(z)w(z)dz

)
.

(114)
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Define cinvT (r− s) such that∫
ST

cinvT (r− s)cT(s− z)ds = δ(r− z). (115)

Multiplying both sides of (114) by cinvT (r− s) and integrating
over ds yields

w(r) = εg̃(r)U

(
IN −

∫
ST

gH(z)w(z)dz

)
, (116)

where

g̃(r) =

∫
ST

cinvT (r− s)g(s)ds. (117)

Then, following the same procedure as in (101)-(104), the
optimal w(r) can be obtained as

w(r) = g̃(r)U

(
1

ε
IN + G̃U

)−1

, (118)

where

G̃ =

∫
ST

gH(r)g̃(r)dr

=

∫
ST

∫
ST

gH(r)cinvT (r− s)g(s)dsdr. (119)

Based on the results in (110), (111), and (116), the WMMSE
algorithm for correlated power constraints can be established.
However, obtaining a closed-form expression for cinvT (r − s)
remains generally challenging unless the term assumes a
special form, as demonstrated in [20, Lemma 2]. In general
cases, no systematic method exists to explicitly compute
cinvT (r − s), necessitating a scenario-specific analysis. This
limitation highlights an open problem and will be addressed
in future work.
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