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Abstract—With antenna spacing much less than half a wave-
length in confined space, holographic multiple-input multiple-
output (HMIMO) technology presents a promising frontier in
next-generation mobile communication. We delve into the re-
search of the multi-user uplink transmission with both the base
station and the users equipped with holographic planar arrays.
To begin, we construct an HMIMO channel model utilizing
electromagnetic field equations, accompanied by a colored noise
model that accounts for both electromagnetic interference and
hardware noise. Since this model is continuous, we approximate it
within a finite-dimensional space spanned by Fourier space series,
which can be defined as the communication mode functions.
We show that this channel model samples Green’s function
in the wavenumber domain in different communication modes.
Subsequently, we tackle the challenging task of maximizing the
spectral efficiency (SE) of the system, which involves optimizing
the continuous current density function (CDF) for each user.
Using the aforementioned approximation model, we transform
the optimization variables into expansion coefficients of the CDFs
on a finite-dimensional space, for which we propose an iterative
water-filling algorithm. Simulation results illustrate the efficacy
of the proposed algorithm in enhancing the system SE and show
the influence of the colored noise and the system parameters on
the SE.

Index Terms—Holographic MIMO communications, electro-
magnetic modeling, Fourier space series, colored noise, spectral
efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

As the realm of mobile communication extends into the
fifth generation (5G) and beyond, researchers are fervently
exploring next-generation solutions, as highlighted in recent
research [2], [3]. The anticipated sixth generation (6G) is
envisioned as a colossal distributed neural network, seamlessly
integrating communication, perception, and computation ca-
pabilities, heralding the era of the “Internet of Everything”
[4]–[8]. To fulfill these visionary 6G communication goals,
researchers and engineers face the unrelenting challenge of
meeting ever-increasing demands for higher data rates, broader
coverage, and enhanced quality of service [9]–[11].

In response to these burgeoning requirements, the explo-
ration of innovative communication technologies has become
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imperative [12]–[18]. One of the most promising avenues
is holographic multiple-input multiple-output (HMIMO), also
known as continuous-aperture MIMO (CAP-MIMO) [19]–
[24]. This approach harnesses the unique capabilities of MIMO
antenna systems in a novel and sophisticated manner [14],
[25]–[27]. Unlike traditional MIMO or massive MIMO, the
spacing between each antenna in a holographic array is
significantly smaller than half a wavelength, allowing for a
denser and even quasi-continuous deployment of antennas
within limited space [28], [29]. Under such conditions, proper
modeling of electromagnetic (EM) propagation becomes a
fundamental consideration [30]. Conventional channel models
may not accurately represent the wireless link characteristics
concerning path loss and the number of orthogonal EM chan-
nels (communication modes) when using holographic arrays
[31].

Furthermore, classical models rely on distinct current dis-
tributions without accounting for the holographic capability
offered by metasurfaces [32]. Therefore, models adopted by
HMIMO communication must incorporate this design flexi-
bility, relying on the transmission of information through EM
waves within the continuous wireless channels (EM informa-
tion theory) [33]–[35].

Optimal transmission between holographic arrays considers
communication between continuous regions (volumes), includ-
ing extremely-dense antennas and the continuous wireless
channel, as discussed in [36]. This is different from the
conventional MIMO model featuring discrete antennas, which
samples the continuous-space EM channel according to the
specific arrangements of the array elements [37]. Holographic
communication becomes a challenge in functional analysis
that relies primarily on geometric associations. The goal is
to identify the most efficient sets of EM functions at both
the transmitting and receiving ends to facilitate information
transmission across various volumes. This approach allows
exploration of the fundamental boundaries of communication,
such as the inherent capacity of the continuous-space wireless
channel, regardless of the specific technology and quantity of
antenna elements [31].

To date, numerous researchers have conducted studies on
communication with holographic arrays. A starting point for
investigating denser arrays is to determine if they can provide
larger degrees of freedom (DoFs), a topic explored by many
scholars [38]–[41]. For instance, in [42], the authors derived
accurate analytical formulations for link gain and spatial
DoFs from the EM perspective. In [43], researchers defined
a receiving coordinate system and explored the effect of the
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3D array position and rotation on achievable spatial DoFs
in the linear propagation channel. Considering the area and
geometry constraints of the antenna array, [44] investigated
the limitations on the number of spatial DoFs available to
multi-antenna systems, including cases with both polarized and
multi-polarized antennas.

Additionally, establishing channel model that accurately
reflects physical reality and exploring their new features are
areas ripe for in-depth research [45]–[48]. In [36], researchers
demonstrated that EM channel models for multi-user HMIMO
systems should not rely on i.i.d. Rayleigh fading modeling.
Furthermore, there is keen interest in understanding how the
increasing continuity of arrays can benefit the system. For
instance, in [49], the authors analyzed the capacity bounds
of the system by identifying optimal antenna characteristics
that maximize capacity for specific propagation scenarios. In
[50], researchers presented a scheme for analyzing perfor-
mance limits between continuous transceivers. Additionally, in
[51], the authors adhered to Kolmogorov’s theory to quantify
the information capacity achievable by a wireless communi-
cation system, taking into account the physical constraints
imposed by electromagnetism. In [35], researchers analyzed
HMIMO channel capacity under realistic angular distribution
and array aperture constraints, computing the spectral density
of the generalized angular distribution. In [52], the authors
explored the information capacity limit of generic EM surfaces
characterized by Shannon’s information theory. Moreover, in
[53], researchers introduced a scheme called pattern division
multiplexing to design patterns for CAP-MIMO systems to
maximize the total system rate, while in [54], researchers
introduced a wavenumber-domain multiplexing approach pri-
marily focused on one-dimensional transmitting and receiving
regions, which, while not optimal, can be efficiently imple-
mented.

Motivation and Contributions: Most of the current research
predominantly focuses on analyzing holographic arrays as
one-dimensional line segments [53], [54]. In other words,
the arrays used by either the users or the base station, or
sometimes both, are considered one-dimensional. Also, in the
study of transmission systems assisted by holographic arrays,
hardware noise and EM interference are seldom addressed in
combination. While it is convenient to describe the user end
by approximating it as a point in three-dimensional space,
such an approximation is no longer sufficient as the size of
the user array increases and as communication moves towards
far-near mixed fields and even near fields. Furthermore, when
analyzing system performance such as the system spectral
efficiency (SE), most of the work assumes that the source
current density is known, which is in general suboptimal.
Therefore, there is a need for a comprehensive exploration
of the channel characteristics of holographic planar arrays
(HPAs)-assisted systems, as well as the optimization of the
system SE. To tackle these pertinent questions, it becomes
imperative to employ EM field theory in establishing both the
channel model and the colored noise model for the multi-
user HPAs-assisted transmission system. This, in turn, allows
us to formulate the problem of maximizing the system SE.
Taking into account the structure of this problem, we devise

TABLE I: Notation List

Notation Definition

≜ Definition
A Matrix
x Column vector
IN N ×N identity matrix
[A]m,n The (m,n)th entry of A
0 Zero matrix/vector
(·)H Conjugate transpose
A Surface
|A| Lebesgue measure of A
CN (a,B) Circular symmetric complex Gaussian distribution
E{} Expectation
tr () Matrix trace
diag(a) Diagonalization operator
ȷ =

√
−1 Imaginary unit

det(A) Determinant of A
()−1 Matrix inverse
||x|| ℓ2 norm of a vector x
Zn n-dimensional integer set
Rn n-dimensional real-valued number space
O In the order of computation complexity
êx, êy , êz Orthogonal vectors in Cartesian coordinates
∇× F(x) Curl operation of a vector function F(x)

ℜ{} Real part
r = rxêx + ry êy + rz êz A point in R3

⌈x⌉ Taking the smallest integer greater than x

1X (x) The indicator function over the set X
(a)+ max{a, 0}
⊙ Hadamard product

corresponding algorithms to address it effectively. Finally,
through the use of simulations, we validate the impact of the
colored noise on the system SE and investigate how various
system parameters such as array size, propagation distance and
wave frequency influence the system SE.

Following this line, our contributions can be summarized as
follows:
• Considering a multi-user uplink transmission system

where the positions of users are arbitrary, we use unitary
transformation to align each user’s HPA to a plane parallel
to the receiving HPA. Then, utilizing EM field equations,
we develop both channel model and noise models for the
uplink HPAs-assisted transmission system. This noise model
not only incorporates hardware noise but also accounts for
EM interference. Acknowledging the excessive computational
complexity associated with the aforementioned models, we
employ a Fourier space series expansion to approximate them,
thereby enabling the mapping of high-dimensional physical
quantities to a finite-dimensional space.
• We analyze the fundamental characteristics of an uplink

transmission system aided by HPAs. We demonstrate that the
degrees of freedom in HPAs-assisted systems exhibit an in-
verse relationship with propagation distance while maintaining
a direct correlation with the size of the transmitting array.
Besides, the finite-dimensional approximation of the channel
model takes the form of a sampled representation of the
dyadic Green’s function. In the cases where the receiving array
size approaches infinity, the receiving mode is completely
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determined by the transmitting mode.
• We formulate the problem of maximizing the spectral

efficiency (SE) in a multi-user HPAs-assisted uplink transmis-
sion system. Leveraging the aforementioned finite-dimensional
approximation, we transform the optimization variables into
finite-dimensional matrices in discrete space, significantly sim-
plifying the problem analysis. We propose an iterative water-
filling algorithm to derive the final solution and validate its
effectiveness through simulations.

Paper Outline and Notations: The structure of this paper
is as follows. In Section II, we initiate our exploration by
deriving the channel and noise models from the EM field
equations. Section III delves into the approximation of con-
tinuous models by means of Fourier space series expansion,
yielding a more manageable model. We further investigate the
characteristics of the approximated channel model and high-
light the distinctions between it and the continuous channel
model. Moving on to Section IV, we employ the established
models to formulate the problem of maximizing the system SE
and propose an iterative water-filling optimization algorithm
to address this problem. Section V is dedicated to presenting
simulation results that elucidate the relationship between the
system SE and colored noise as well as system parameters. For
clarity, we list the adopted notations throughout this paper in
Table I.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the HPA-assisted uplink transmission between
multiple users and the base station, which is shown in Fig.
1(a). Taking into account the independence among channels
from individual users to the base station in a multi-user uplink
transmission system, our attention will be directed towards
the channel between one of the users and the base station.
We will illustrate the channel model from the EM perspective
in Subsection II-A, followed by modeling the noise field in
Subsection II-B.

As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), we consider the free space trans-
mission and assume that the user and the base station are both
equipped with rectangular HPAs. While an individual antenna
has a fixed radiation pattern, antenna arrays are capable of
changing their radiation patterns over time and frequency,
for both transmission and reception. With the progress of
metamaterial technology, it is now possible to deploy more
antennas, or even achieve approximate continuous antenna
arrays, in limited space. Therefore, we consider the scenarios
where HPAs are also deployed at the user end. The receiving
HPA, denoted as Ar, is located on the x-y coordinate plane,
with its center at the origin (0, 0, 0). The coordinate ranges of
point r on Ar are defined as follows,

Ar : {(rx, ry, rz) : |rx| ≤
Rx

2
, |ry| ≤

Ry

2
, rz = 0}. (1)

Because we consider multiple users with arbitrary spatial
distributions, it implies that their HPAs cannot always re-
main parallel to the receiving HPA. Therefore, to obtain the
projection lengths of each user’s HPA along the x and y
axes in the coordinate system where the receiving HPA is
located, we first perform a unitary transformation U on each

user’s HPA. Assuming the spatial position of a user’s HPA
is denoted by As, we use s ≜ (sx, sy, sz) in the Cartesian
coordinate system to denote the position of point s ∈ As.
UAs ≜ {Us : s ∈ As} represents the plane parallel to the x-y
coordinate plane, which is obtained by applying an orthogonal
transformation U with U being the 3× 3 real unitary matrix.
Let s′ ≜ (s′x, s

′
y, s

′
z) = Us and let Sx and Sy be the sizes

of the projections of UAs along x and y axes, respectively,
which are both non-zeros. Then, the ranges of s′x, s′y and s′z
can be expressed as follows

s′x : sx,0 ≤ s′x ≤ sx,0 + Sx, (2a)
s′y : sy,0 ≤ s′y ≤ sy,0 + Sy, (2b)

s′z : s′z = sz,0, (2c)

where sx,0 and sy,0 are the smallest coordinates of s′x and s′y ,
respectively.

For notation convenience, we use notions of s and s′ in a
2D plane parallel to the x-y plane and a 3D plane abusively.
It is necessary to point out that due to the different positions
of users in the space, U is user-dependent.

HPA

HPA

HPA

(a) Multi-user uplink transmission with HPAs equipped by both the receiver and
the transmitters.
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(b) Communication between the base station and one of the users.

Fig. 1. The HPAs-assisted multi-user uplink transmission.

A. Modeling of EM Channel

We first illustrate the channel model with the help of the
EM field equations. Consider the case where an arbitrary
current density j(s, t) = ℜ{j(s)e−ȷωt} can be generated at
any position s ∈ As and time t, with ω being the angular
frequency of the current [54]. Simplifying the communication
system to operate in narrowband, aligning with the commonly
employed time-harmonic assumption in EM analysis, we can
disregard the time-related component e−ȷωt [55]. We focus
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on the time-independent current density, denoted as j(s) [56],
which can be expressed as follows

j(s) = jx(s)êx + jy(s)êy + jz(s)êz, (3)

where êx, êy and êz are unit vectors in the three orthogonal
directions x, y, and z in the Cartesian coordinate system,
respectively. jx(s), jy(s) and jz(s) represent the scalar current
density functions in the x, y, and z directions, respectively.

According to [57, Eq. (1.3.50)], the relationship between the
current density j(s) in the source region As and the excited
electric field e(r) in the receiving region Ar is

e(r) =

∫
As

G(r, s)j(s)ds, (4)

where s and r represent the points locating in As and
Ar, respectively. G(r, s) is the dyadic Green’s function in
free space [58]. Since we only consider the radiation field
(including Fresnel region and Fraunhofer region), the higher
order terms of the Green’s function with respect to the distance
can be disregarded, keeping only the lower order terms [59],
i.e.,

G(r, s) =− ȷη exp (−ȷk0∥p∥)
2λ∥p∥

(
I− p̂ · p̂H

)
, (5)

where p = r − s and p̂ = p/∥p∥. κ0 = ω/c is the free
space wavenumber, where c = 3 × 108 m/s is the speed of
light in free space. η = µ0c = 120π Ω is the free space wave
impedance with µ0 = 4π× 10−7H/m. This approximation in
(5) is tight when the transmitter is beyond the reactive near-
field of the receiving antenna [59].

From a signal processing perspective, it is worth noting that
G(r, s) can be interpreted as the 3D impulse response of the
propagation medium, connecting the surface currents at point
s with the induced fields at point r [60]. For homogeneous
media, the dyadic Green’s function G(r, s) depends on the
distance between the source point and the receiving point as
well as on their individual positions. The representation will
be subsequently streamlined through the utilization of Fourier
space series.

B. Modeling of Noise Field
Regarding the modeling of the noise field, we have to

consider not only the hardware noise at the receiver, but also
the electric field excited by the current outside the source
domain. We denote z(r) = zemi(r)+zhw(r) as the noise field
function with r ∈ Ar. The first part represented as zemi(r)
stems from the electric field excited by currents beyond the
source region As, which we term EM interference. The second
component, denoted as zhw(r), comprises the hardware noise
originating from the receiving device and is independent of
the first component zemi(r).

Concerning the EM interference zemi(r), it is assumed to
follow an isotropic distribution [54]. This implies that waves
may impinge from any elevation angle θr and any azimuth
angle ϕr. The corresponding function of zemi(r) is [54],

zemi(r) =

∫ π

−π

∫ π

0

a(θr, ϕr)e
ȷκT (θr,ϕr)rdθrdϕr, r ∈ Ar,

(6)

where κ(θr, ϕr) is the wave vector with θr ∈ [0, π] and ϕr ∈
[−π, π] :

κ(θr, ϕr) =
2π

λ
[sin θr cosϕr, sin θr sinϕr, cos θr]

T , (7)

and a(θr, ϕr) is a random process that obeys a zero-mean
complex-valued Gaussian distribution. In fact, we can regard
a(θr, ϕr) as a plane wave function that can be incident from
any angle (θr, ϕr) in the space [49].

Due to the transverse wave nature of EM waves [50], the
projection of a(θr, ϕr) in the direction of wave propagation
should be 0, i.e., aH(θr, ϕr)κ̂(θr, ϕr) = 0, where κ̂(θr, ϕr) =
κ(θr, ϕr)/∥κ(θr, ϕr)∥ is the normalized wave vector. The
autocorrelation function of a(θr, ϕr) is given in (8) at the
bottom of the next page, where σ2

emi is the power angular
density. Under the condition that the medium is isotropic,
f(θr, ϕr) = sin θr/4π [54]. As a result, the autocorrelation
ρ(r) of noise field zemi(r) is given in (9) at the bottom of
next page, where I − κ̂(θr, ϕr)κ̂

T (θr, ϕr) is a 3 × 3 rank-2
matrix and constrains the oscillation direction of the radiated
field to be perpendicular to its propagation direction. From (9),
it can be seen that the covariance matrix of the EM interference
is not diagonal and its elements are correlated, i.e., the EM
interference is spatially colored.

In comparison to EM interference zemi(r), the modeling of
hardware noise, represented as zhw(r), is relatively straightfor-
ward. It can be modeled as a spatially uncorrelated zero-mean
complex Gaussian process, with correlation function given as
follows,

E[zhw(r)
(
zhw(r′)

)H
] =

N0

2
I3δ(r− r′), (10)

where N0 denotes the power angular density of zhw(r) [54].
δ(r− r′) is Dirac delta function, which is 1 when r = r′ and
0 otherwise. Note that z(r) becomes a spatially colored noise
model because EM interference is taken into account.

III. FOURIER SPACE SERIES EXPANSION OF CURRENT
DENSITY FUNCTION AND FIELD FUNCTIONS

Given that the current density function j(s), the excited
electric field e(r) and the noise field function z(r) are all
continuous physical quantities, they have the potential to incur
a prohibitively high computational burden when we analyze
or optimize the performance of the system since continuous
physical quantities mean that infinite dimensional parameters
are involved. To render them more tractable, a natural approach
is to project them into a space spanned by a complete orthog-
onal function set and derive approximations within a finite-
dimensional space through reasonable truncation. We will
clarify the expansions of the source current density function,
the excited electric field function and the noise field function
in Subsections III-A, III-B and III-C, respectively.

The authors in [61] introduced the concept of “communi-
cation modes”, which are essentially pairs of functions. Each
pair comprises one function for the transmitting volume and
another for the receiving volume. Importantly, there exists a
direct correspondence between each pair of functions across
the two volumes, facilitated by a multiplicative coupling
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coefficient. In the sense of maximizing the sum of the strengths
of the coupling coefficients, the optimal basis functions can be
selected as the eigenfunctions of the channel operator, which is
obtained by performing Hilbert–Schmidt decomposition [61].

However, it is important to note that solving the eigen-
function problem, which defines the optimal sets of basis
functions and coupling coefficients at both the transmitter and
the receiver, has high computational complexity. Therefore,
basis functions such as Fourier space series, with suboptimal
performance but much lower complexity, are more desirable
for practical applications. In fact, the outward fields can be
efficiently computed via discrete Fourier transform (DFT).
Additionally, plane waves are origin-independent, implying
that we solely need to specify their respective strength. Based
on this consideration, the Fourier space series will be chosen
as the basis functions of the input and output signal subspaces
in the following study [62].

A. Current Density Function

To facilitate the representation of the integration interval, we
can change the integration from

∫
As

ds to
∫
UAs

det(JU )ds
′.

JU is the Jacobian matrix and since U is the orthogonal
transformation, det(JU ) = ±1 [63]. In this subsection, we
first expand the continuous current density function j(s) in
terms of two-dimensional Fourier space series, i.e.,

j(s) =j(UT s′)

=
∑
n

ξnϕn(s
′), s′ ∈ UAs,

=
∑
n

ξnϕn(Us), s ∈ As, (11)

where the coefficient ξn is

ξn =
1

SxSy

∫
UAs

j(UT s′)ϕ∗n(s
′)ds′ (12a)

=
1

SxSy

∫
As

j(s)ϕ∗n(Us) det(JU )ds. (12b)

The basis function ϕn(s′), s′ ∈ UAs, is [54],

ϕn(s
′) =

1√
SxSy

eȷκns
′

=
1√
SxSy

eȷ(κx,nxs
′
x+κy,ny s

′
y). (13)

In (13), n ≜ (nx, ny) is the two dimensional index for the
basis function ϕn(s

′) in the input space while nx and ny

are integers. κn ≜
(
κx,nx

, κx,ny

)
, which is labeled by the

subscript n, represents the sampling wavenumber, with κx,nx

and κy,ny given as follows

κx,nx
=
2π

Sx
nx, (14a)

κy,ny
=
2π

Sy
ny. (14b)

Note that κn varies with Sx, Sy and n. Since we are
considering propagating waves rather than evanescent waves,
the sampling wavenumber κn needs to satisfy the following
condition [53], [56], [64],

κ2x,nx
+ κ2x,ny

≤ κ20. (15)

Substituting (14) into (15), the ranges of nx and ny are

|nx| ≤ ⌈Sx

λ
⌉, (16a)

|ny| ≤ ⌈Sy

λ
⌉. (16b)

It can be seen that due to the constraints of (15), we can take
advantage of the finite bandwidth property of the wavenumber
domain to truncate the finite items in the expansion of the
current density function j(s), which suggests that processing
signals in the wavenumber domain will avoid the high com-
putational complexity associated with the infinite dimensional
parameters.

B. Excited Electric Field Function

Since rz = 0, we will omit it in the following and let
r ≜ (rx, ry) as mentioned in the paragraph below (2). Similar
to the approximation procedure for the current density function
j(s), we project the excited electric field e(r) into finite-
dimensional space spanned by the following basis functions
ψm(r), r ∈ Ar,

ψm(r) =
1√
RxRy

eȷκmr

=
1√
RxRy

eȷ(κx,mxrx+κy,my ry), (17)

where m ≜ (mx,my) and the elements of κm are similarly
defined in (14), i.e., κm ≜ (κx,mx

, κy,my
) ≜ ( 2π

Rx
mx,

2π
Ry
my).

E
[
a(θr, ϕr)a

H(θr′ , ϕr′)
]
= E

[
a(θr, ϕr)a

H(θr, ϕr)− (aH(θr, ϕr)κ̂ · I)(aH(θr, ϕr)κ̂ · I)H
]

(8a)

= σ2
emif(θr, ϕr)(I− κ̂κ̂T )δ(θr − θr′)δ(ϕr − ϕr′). (8b)

ρ(r) = E
{
zemi (r+ r′) [zemi (r′)]H

}
=

∫ π

−π

∫ π

0

∫ π

−π

∫ π

0

E
[
a(θ, ϕ)aH (θ′, ϕ′)

]
eȷκ

T ·(r+r′) · e−ȷκT ·r′dθdϕdθ′dϕ′ (9a)

=

∫ π

−π

∫ π

0

σ2
emif(θ, ϕ)

(
I− κ̂κ̂T

)
eȷκ

T ·rdθdϕ. (9b)
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Since κx,mx
and κy,my

also need to satisfy κ2x,mx
+ κ2y,my

≤
κ20, the ranges of mx and my are

|mx| ≤ ⌈Rx

λ
⌉, (18a)

|my| ≤ ⌈Ry

λ
⌉. (18b)

Under the basis function ψm(r), the projection of e(r) is
given by

em =

∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)e(r)dr (19a)

=

∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)

∫
As

G(r, s)j(s)dsdr (19b)

=

∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)

∫
As

G(r, s)
∑
n

ξnϕn(Us)dsdr (19c)

=
∑
n

(∫
Ar

∫
As

ψ∗
m(r)G(r, s)ϕn(Us)dsdr

)
ξn (19d)

≜
∑
n

Hm,nξn. (19e)

It is important to recognize that despite the resemblance of
the form of Hm,n to a channel matrix, it actually conveys
the level of coupling between the transmitting mode κn and
the receiving mode κm. Consequently, Hm,n is defined as the
coupling coefficient [54]. A high level of coupling implies that
the EM waves predominantly excited by the current density
function are confined to the region where the receiving plane is
located, while a low level of coupling implies that a significant
portion of the wave dissipates in other spatial locations and
cannot be captured by the receiver [31]. The advantage of
EM modeling is that it provides a description of the channel
when the array tends to be continuous since traditional channel
models are not applicable when antenna element spacing is
tiny.

To clarify the connection between Hm,n and G(r, s), we
introduce the notation G(κ), which represents the outcome
of the spatial Fourier transformation applied to G(r, s). Then,
G(r, s) can be re-expressed as follows,

G(r, s) = G(p) =
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

G(κ)eȷκpdκ, (20)

where κ ≜ (κx, κy) is the wavenumber and p = r − s. The
depiction of G(κ) is presented in Fig. 2. It is evident that the
spatial bandwidth of G(κ) falls within the range of [−κ0, κ0].
This observation indicates that a finite number of terms can
be effectively truncated when expanding the source current
density function and the field functions using the Fourier space
series.

Substituting (20) into (19d), Hm,n can be re-expressed as
(21) shows, which is on the top of next page. In (21f), Ψm(κ)
and Φn(κ) are the analog spatial Fourier transformations of

(a) Two-dimensional schematic of the wavenumber-domain Green’s function
G(κx, κy).
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(b) Cross section of G(κx, κy) along κy direction.

Fig. 2. Overview of Green’s function in the wavenumber domain.

ψm(r) and ϕn(Us) that are 0 outside As and Ar, respectively,
given as follows,

Φn(κ) =

∫
As

ϕn(Us)e−ȷκsds (22a)

=

∫
UAs

ϕn(s
′)e−ȷκUT s′ det(JU )

−1ds′, (22b)

Ψm(κ) =

∫
Ar

ψm(r)e−ȷκrdr (22c)

=δ(κ− κm), Rx, Ry → ∞. (22d)

After disregarding irrelevant constant terms, (22b) corre-
sponds to a sinc function, and it attains its maximum value
when κ = κnU, while (22c) also corresponds to a sinc func-
tion and it attains its maximum value when κ = κm. Because
G(κ) denotes the wavenumber domain representation of the
spatial channel response G(r, s), Hm,n can be viewed as the
sampling of G(κ), which indicates the degree of coupling
between transmitting mode κn and the receiving mode κm.
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Hm,n =

∫
Ar

∫
As

ψ∗
m(r)G(r, s)ϕn(Us)dsdr (21a)

=

∫
Ar

∫
As

ψ∗
m(r)[

1

(2π)2

∫
R2

G(κ)eȷκpdκ]ϕn(Us)dsdr (21b)

=
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

∫
Ar

∫
As

ψ∗
m(r)G(κ)eȷ(κx(rx−sx)+κy(ry−sy))ϕn(Us)dsdrdκ (21c)

=
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

∫
Ar

∫
As

ψ∗
m(r)eȷ(κxrx+κyry)G(κ)e−ȷ(κxsx+κysy)ϕn(Us)dsdrdκ (21d)

=
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

[∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)eȷ(κxrx+κyry)dr

]
G(κ)

[∫
As

e−ȷ(κxsx+κysy)ϕn(Us)ds

]
dκ (21e)

=
1

(2π)2

∫
R2

Ψ∗
m(κ)G(κ)Φn(κ)dκ. (21f)

In particular, Ψm(κ) can be approximated as a Dirac delta
function when Rx and Ry tend to be infinity as (22d) shows.
In this case, the coupling matrix Hm,n = G(κm)Φn(κm)
indicates that when a wave is transmitted for mode κn, its
coupling to mode κmU is at its maximum level.

C. Noise Field Function

After considering the projection of the excited electric field
e(r) into the subspace spanned by the given basis functions
ψm(r), the projection of the noise field z(r) also needs to
be considered. The projection of noise under basis function
ψm(r) is zm = zemi

m + zhwm , where

zemi
m =

∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)zemi(r)dr, (23a)

zhwm =

∫
Ar

ψ∗
m(r)zhw(r)dr, (23b)

are mutually independent, and m ≜ (mx,my).
To make the representation clear, we denote the ranges

of mx and my as [−Mx,Mx] and [−My,My], respectively.
Thus, the range of m can be denoted as M ≜ {mj |j ∈
{1, 2, . . . ,M}}, where M is the dimension of the output space
and can be written as M = (2Mx + 1)(2My + 1). Without
causing any confusion, specify that the range of mi ∈ M,
is obtained by cyclically changing the values of mx and
my . Let the first element in M be m1 = (−Mx,−My)
and the last element in M be mM = (Mx,My). It is then
possible to arrange the noise projection values zm under each
receiving basis function ψm(r) into the following super vector
z = [zm1 , zm2 , . . . , zmM

]T , where each element is a 3 × 1
dimensional vector.

Going forward, we will denote the covariance matrix of z
as Rz, which is composed of two parts,

Rz = σ2
emiR

emi
m +

N0

2
I, (24)

where the (j, i)-th element of Remi
m is

[Remi
m ]j,i =

∫
Ar

∫
Ar

ψ∗
mj

(r)ρ(r− r′)ψmi
(r′)drdr′, (25)

and ρ(r− r′) is given in (9).

At this point, we have illustrated the EM channel model and
the colored noise model for the communication link between
one of the users and the base station. By employing Fourier
space basis functions, we have approximated the continuous
models in a finite-dimensional space. Building upon the finite-
dimensional models, the subsequent sections will delve into an
analysis of how to maximize the system SE.

IV. HOLOGRAPHIC PRECODING FOR HPAS-ASSISTED
MULTI-USER UPLINK TRANSMISSION SYSTEM

In this section, we will investigate the HPAs-assisted multi-
user uplink transmission. Specifically, in Subsection IV-A, we
will formulate the problem of maximizing the system SE, and
in Subsection IV-B, we will present an optimization algorithm
for this problem and analyze the complexity as well as the
convergence of the algorithm.

A. Problem Formulation

We assume that there are K users and let K ≜ {1, 2, . . . ,K}
represent the set of users. In Section II and Section III, we have
illustrated the channel model by taking the channel between
one of the users and the base station as an example. Based on
the model, we add subscript k to the previous representations
to distinguish the channels between different users and the
base station below. The plane where the HPA of the k-th user
is located is designated as As,k. Due to the possibility of HPAs
of different users being located at arbitrary positions in the
space, in order to represent the spatial positions of each HPA
as well as their effective sizes on the x and y axes in the same
coordinate system, we perform orthogonal transformations on
the HPA of each user, enabling them to be described in a
coordinate system parallel to the x-y plane. Let Uk represent
such an orthogonal transformation performed on As,k, i.e.,
s′ = Uks,∀s ∈ As,k. Uk is a 3× 3 dimensional real unitary
matrix and is user-dependent. The lengths of the projections
of UkAs,k along the x and y axes are denoted as Sk,x and
Sk,y , respectively. The positions and the sizes of the receiving
HPA at the base station remain unchanged.

As the current density function j(s) has components jx(s),
jy(s) and jz(s) along three orthogonal directions x, y and z,
respectively, we assume that component of each direction can
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carry a symbol, and each user equipped with the HPA can
transmit multiple data streams. Then, the synthesized current
density function for the k-th user is given as follows,

xk(s) =

Lk∑
ℓ=1

jk,ℓ(s)⊙ sk,ℓ, k ∈ K, (26)

where sk,ℓ ∈ C3×1 is the symbol transmitted by the ℓ-
th current density jk,ℓ of the k-th user. Assume sk,ℓ =

[sk,ℓ,x, sk,ℓ,y, sk,ℓ,z]
T satisfies E

{
sk,ℓs

H
k,ℓ

}
= I3 while

E
{
sk,ℓs

H
k,ℓ′

}
= 0,∀ℓ ̸= ℓ′ and E

{
sk,ℓs

H
k′,ℓ

}
= 0,∀k ̸= k′.

Lk is the number of the data streams transmitted by the k-
th user. jk,ℓ(s) is assumed to be an arbitrarily current density
function (charge flux) of any external charges (not including
any induced polarization currents), which is measured in units
of [A/m2]. Since each current density function jk,ℓ(s) can be
synthesized separately at the time of transmission, the power
constraint for the k-th user is∫

As,k

E
{
||xk(s)||2

}
ds =

Lk∑
ℓ=1

∫
As,k

||jk,ℓ||2ds ≤ Pk,max.

(27)

The received signal y(r) is given as follows,

y(r) =

K∑
k=1

ek(r) + z(r), (28a)

=

K∑
k=1

∫
As,k

G(r, s)xk(s)ds+ z(r), (28b)

=

K∑
k=1

Lk∑
ℓ=1

∫
As,k

G(r, s)jk,ℓ(s)⊙ sk,ℓds+ z(r), (28c)

where z(r) is the colored noise derived in Subsection II-B,
i.e., z(r) = zemi(r) + zhw(r).

In the given configuration, the expression for the system SE
is

Rsum = log2 det

(
I3 +

K∑
k=1

pk(r)p
H
k (r)R−1

c,z(r, r
′)

)
, (29)

where

pk(r) =

Lk∑
ℓ=1

∫
As,k

G(r, s)jk,ℓ(s)⊙ sk,ℓds, (30)

and

Rc,z(r, r
′) = ρ(r− r′) +

N0

2
I3δ(r− r′). (31)

The sum-rate maximization problem can be formulated as
follows,

PA : max
jk,ℓ(s)

Rsum (32a)

s.t.

Lk∑
ℓ=1

∫
As,k

||jk,ℓ(s)||2ds ≤ Pk,max,∀k ∈ K.

(32b)

The optimization variables {jk,ℓ(s)}∀k,ℓ in this problem
are continuous functions, making the optimization quite chal-
lenging. This is because it implies that computations may
take place in an infinite-dimensional space, rendering conven-
tional optimization methods no longer applicable. In the next
subsection, we will transform this optimization problem into
the optimization in a finite-dimensional space based on the
expansions by Fourier space series.

B. Optimization of Power Allocation Matrices

Since the impact of the transmitted current density function
in the receiving region, for different symbols and users, can
be obtained using the superposition theorem, we first analyze
its discrete approximation in a finite-dimensional space for the
ℓ-th symbol-carrying function of the k-th user, denoted as jk,ℓ.

Based on the analyses in Section III, we project the current
density functions jk,ℓ(s) = jk,ℓ

(
UT

k s
′) into a subspace

spanned by basis functions {ϕk,n(s′)}n,∀k, i.e.,

jk,ℓ(s) =jk,ℓ(U
T
k s

′)

=
∑
n∈Nk

ξk,ℓ,nϕk,n(s
′), s′ ∈ UkAs,k,

=
∑
n∈Nk

ξk,ℓ,nϕk,n(Uks), s ∈ As,k, (33)

where ϕk,n(s′) is the basis function similarly defined in (13).
The diverse positions of the HPA of each user result in

different lengths of projections of UkAs,k along the x and y
axes, denoted as Sk,x and Sk,y , respectively. Consequently, the
values of κx,nx

and κy,ny
in (14), defined by Sk,x and Sk,y ,

respectively, will be associated with the parameter k. ξk,ℓ,n
is the projection result of jk,ℓ(U

T
k s

′) in the three orthogonal
directions x, y and z. The range of n for the k-th user is
defined as Nk = [−Nk,x, Nk,x]× [−Nk,y, Nk,y], where

Nk,x = ⌈Sk,x

λ
⌉, (34a)

Nk,y = ⌈Sk,y

λ
⌉. (34b)

Thus, the input space dimension of the k-th user can be
denoted as Nk = |Nk| = (2Nk,x + 1)(2Nk,y + 1). For
convenience of representation, we denote the first element
of Nk as n1 = (−Nk,x,−Nk,y) and the last element as
nNk

= (Nk,x, Nk,y). The other values ni in between are
obtained by changing nx and ny sequentially. In what follows,
we will use ξk,ℓ,i and ϕk,ni instead of ξk,ℓ,n and ϕk,n for a
clearer description.

Since xk,ℓ(s) ≜ jk,ℓ(s)⊙sk,ℓ =
∑Nk

i=1

(
ξk,ℓ,i ⊙ sk,ℓ

)
ϕk,ni ,

the power constraint in (27) can be reformulated into the
following form according to Parseval’s law,

Lk∑
ℓ=1

Nk∑
i=1

E
{
||ξk,ℓ,i ⊙ sk,ℓ||2

}
=

Lk∑
ℓ=1

||ξk,ℓ||2 ≤ Pk,max, (35)

where ξk,ℓ is the 3Nk × 1 super vector with its i-th element
being ξk,ℓ,i ∈ C3×1. As a result of the basis function
expansion, the continuous optimization variables {jk,ℓ(s)}∀k,ℓ
become discrete expansion coefficients {ξk,ℓ}∀k,ℓ.
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Perform the Fourier space series expansion for the received
signal by using the basis functions ψm(r) in (17). We still
represent the range of m as M, which has been clarified in
Subsection III-C. The projection of ek(r) along the j-th basis
function ψmj

(r) is

ek,j =

∫
Ar

ψ∗
mj

(r)

∫
As,k

G(r, s)xk(s)dsdr (36a)

=

Lk∑
ℓ=1

∫
Ar

ψ∗
mj

(r)

∫
As,k

G(r, s)jk,ℓ ⊙ sk,ℓdsdr (36b)

=

Lk∑
ℓ=1

Nk∑
i=1

Hk,j,iξk,ℓ,i ⊙ sk,ℓ, j = 1, 2, . . . ,M, (36c)

where Hk,j,i is given by

Hk,j,i =

∫
Ar

∫
As,k

ψ∗
mj

(r)G(r, s)ϕk,ni
(Uks)dsdr. (37)

Let Hk ∈ C3M×3Nk represent the coupling block matrix
with its (j, i)-th block being Hk,j,i ∈ C3×3 and Ξk,ℓ =
Xk,ℓX

H
k,ℓ with Xk,ℓ defined as follows

Xk,ℓ =


diag

{
ξk,ℓ,1

}
diag

{
ξk,ℓ,2

}
...

diag
{
ξk,ℓ,Nk

}
 ∈ C3Nk×3. (38)

The sum-rate maximization problem PA in (32) can be refor-
mulated as

PÃ : max
Ξk

R̃sum (39a)

s.t.

Lk∑
ℓ=1

tr (Ξk,ℓ) ≤ Pk,max, ∀k ∈ K, (39b)

where
∑Lk

ℓ=1 tr (Ξk,ℓ) =
∑Lk

ℓ=1 ||ξk,ℓ||2 and

R̃sum

= log2 det

(
Rz +

K∑
k=1

Lk∑
ℓ=1

HkΞk,ℓH
H
k

)
− log2 det (Rz) .

(40)

The signal processing procedures are summarized in Fig. 3.
By projecting the input signal jk,ℓ(s) into a finite-dimensional
space, the optimization variables become the finite-dimension
vectors {ξk,ℓ}∀k,ℓ. It is noteworthy that problem PÃ is distinct
from the traditional problem of maximizing the SE in MIMO
system for the following reasons. Firstly, Hk can be viewed
as the sampling of the Green’s function in the wavenumber
domain. Its (j, i)-th block, Hk,j,i ∈ C3×3, represents the
coupling matrix between the transmitting wave mode i and
the receiving wave mode j. Secondly, the dimensions of the
optimization variables {ξk,ℓ}∀k,ℓ are related to the number
of truncated Fourier space series items, i.e., Nk, which is
decided by the dimension of the transmitting array size and
the wavelength. In fact, for the k-th user, ξk,ℓ ∈ C3Nk×1 is the
vector of projection coefficients whose dimension determines
the maximum number of data streams that can be sent from
the transmitting region, which means we should let Lk ≤ Nk.

Since the term log2 det{Rz} does not affect the problem-
solving, we will omit it in the following optimization and the
problem becomes

PÂ : max
Ξk,ℓ

log2 det

(
Rz +

K∑
k=1

Lk∑
ℓ=1

HkΞk,ℓH
H
k

)
(41a)

s.t.

Lk∑
ℓ=1

tr (Ξk,ℓ) ≤ Pk,max, ∀k ∈ K. (41b)

Let Ξk = diag {Ξk,1,Ξk,2, . . . ,Ξk,Lk
} and Ĥk =

[Hk,Hk, . . . ,Hk]. Then, the problem can be re-formulated
as

PA : max
Ξk

log2 det

(
Rz +

K∑
k=1

ĤkΞkĤ
H
k

)
(42a)

s.t. tr (Ξk) ≤ Pk,max, ∀k ∈ K. (42b)

At the optimal point, where each user’s covariance matrix
entails a water-filling of noise combined with interferences
from all other users, it is reasonable to anticipate that an
iterative algorithm can be employed to determine the optimal
covariance matrices {Ξk,ℓ}∀k,ℓ for the system SE.The specific
procedures are as follows.

For the k-th user, denote the equivalent noise Bk = Rz +∑K
k′=1,k′ ̸=k Ĥk′Ξk′ĤH

k′ , which can be decomposed as

Bk = UkΛkU
H
k . (43)

Then, the equivalent channel matrix H̃k = Λ
− 1

2

k UH
k Ĥk and

perform its singular value decomposition (SVD),

H̃k = FkΣkT
H
k . (44)

Thus, we optimize Ξ̃k ≜ TH
k ΞkTk to get the optimal

solution of the problem, which is a diagonal matrix and the
i-th diagonal element is [65]

q̃k,i =

(
µk − 1

σ2
k,i

)+

, (45)

where σk,i is the i-th element of the diagonal matrix Σk and
µk is set to satisfy the power constraint tr

(
Ξ̃k

)
≤ Pk,max.

(a)+ indicates that a larger value between a and 0 is taken.
The algorithm pseudo code is summarized in Algorithm 1.

C. Complexity and Convergence Analysis

The main complexity of the algorithm lies in performing
SVD of the equivalent channel H̃k after the eigenvalue decom-
position of the equivalent noise Bk. Both of these operations
have a computational complexity of O(n3), where n ∝ Nk

is the dimension of Bk and H̃k, ∀k ∈ K. Assuming that
the algorithm requires a total of Iiter iterations, the overall
complexity of the algorithm is O(IiterKn

3).
We would like to clarify the convergence of the algorithm

as follows: at each step, the iterative water-filling algorithm
finds the single-user water-filling covariance matrix for each
user while regarding all other users’ signals as additional
noise. Since the single-user rate objective differs from the
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Fig. 3. Transmission and receiving process of HPAs-assisted multi-user uplink transmission system.

Algorithm 1 Iterative water-filling algorithm for HPAs-
assisted uplink transmission system power allocation

Input: Green functions G(r, s),∀r ∈ Ar and ∀s ∈ As,k;
Fourier space series ϕnk,i

(s),∀i and ∀s ∈ As,k; ψmj
(r)

∀j and ∀r ∈ Ar; Threshold ϵ.
1: Initialization:

{
Ξ

(0)
k

}
∀k

and set the iterative index u = 0.

2: repeat
3: Calculate the system SE R

(u)
sum based on (40).

4: for k = 1 to K do
5: Perform the eigenvalue decomposition on B

(u+1)
k

based on (43).
6: Obtain the optimal Ξ̃

(u+1)

k based on (45).
7: Obtain the corresponding Ξ

(u+1)
k =

T
(u+1)
k Ξ̃

(u+1)

k (TH
k )(u+1) by utilizing T

(u+1)
k

in (44).
8: end for
9: Set u = u+ 1.

10: until |R(u+1)
sum −R

(u)
sum| ≤ ϵ

Output: The maximal system SE Rsum.

multi-user rate-sum objective by only a constant, the rate-
sum objective is non-decreasing after each water-filling step.
The rate-sum objective is bounded above, so the rate-sum
converges to a limit [65]. We admit that the input covariance
{Ξk} obtained by the iterative water-filling algorithm may not
unique since they depend on the initial value. However, they all
obtain the optimal sum-rate value. The iterative water-filling
algorithm demonstrates superior efficiency in comparison to
general-purpose convex programming algorithms. It achieves
convergence to the correct value with very few iterations, and
its asymptotic convergence is exponentially rapid [65]. We

will provide the simulation results in Section V to depict the
convergence of the system SE versus the number of iterations
for the proposed algorithm.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we will evaluate the proposed approach for
our considered HPAs-assisted multi-user uplink transmission.
Throughout the simulations, the system settings are generated
in the following manner. We set the number of the users
K = 4. Unless explicitly specified, we maintain a constant
EM wave frequency of 10 GHz and the number of data
streams Lk = Nk,∀k ∈ K. The power densities of both the
hardware noise and the EM interference are N0

2 = σ2
emi =

5.6 × 10−6 V2/m2 [54]. Both the base station and the users
are equipped with HPAs. If not specified, we set the users on a
semicircle centered on the base station with a radius length of
75 m. It is worth noting that the dimensions of the HPAs at the
users vary between 1λ and 10λ in this simulation, which are
quite small in comparison to the propagation distance. Thus,
we can safely assume that all users are equidistant from the
base station.

The benchmark is set as follows. We assume that the
transmitting antenna array of each user as well as the receiving
array of the base station are planar arrays of discrete antenna
units with the antenna spacing being λ/2 [54]. Besides, we
assume that the current density function of each antenna unit
is kept constant in both magnitude and phase, i.e.,

jk,ℓ =

Tk∑
i=1

1As,k
(s ∈ As,k)fk,ℓ,i, k ∈ K, (46)

where fk,ℓ,i ∈ C3 is the precoding vector for the ℓ-th symbol
of the i-th antenna element of the k-th user. Tk = Tk,v ×Tk,h
is the total number of antenna units in the transmitting array
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for the k-th user and we will use Rtot = Rtot,x × Rtot,y to
denote the number of antenna units in the receiving array.
Since we set the spacing of each antenna unit to be λ/2,
Tk,v = ⌈2Lk,v/λ⌉, Tk,h = ⌈2Lk,h/λ⌉, Rtot,x = ⌈2Rx/λ⌉ and
Rtot,y = ⌈2Ry/λ⌉, with Lk,v and Lk,h being the length and
the width of the k-th user’s transmitting HPA, respectively.
As a benchmark, we will optimize the precoding vectors
{fk,i}∀k,ℓ,i to obtain the maximal system SE in this case.

A. Comparison between the Proposed Scheme and the Bench-
mark Schemes
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the SE performance versus PT with different optimiza-
tion schemes.
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Fig. 5. Average convergence performance versus the number of iterations.

Fig. 4 compares the system SE of the proposed algorithm
and the benchmark schemes for different transmitting powers.
We fix Sk,x × Sk,y,∀k ∈ K, to 2λ × 2λ. “Discrete” means

the benchmark scheme mentioned in (46) while “Equal”
represents the scheme that distributes the transmitting power
equally across different communication modes. “Optimal” is
the scheme that uses the optimal decomposition mentioned in
[61]. From the simulation results we can observe that the gains
obtained by the proposed scheme are much greater compared
to the “Discrete” and “Equal” schemes, especially when the
receiving size is larger such as 40λ × 40λ. For a discrete
antenna array with λ/2 spacing between antenna units, we
observe that increasing receiving array size will not improve
the system SE. This is due to the fact that for traditional
discrete array antenna systems, the DoF corresponds to the
rank of the channel matrix, which is always no larger than
the minimum between the numbers of transmitting antennas,
Nt, and receiving antennas, Nr [66]. Therefore, changing the
receiving array size does not provide any gain in the system
SE for the discrete MIMO system since the transmitting array
size at the user end is usually smaller than that at the receiving
end. However, for systems assisted by HPAs, the effective DoF
is not min{Nt, Nr} even in far-field scenario [42, Eq. (24)].
Regardless of whether the receiving and transmitting arrays are
parallel or orthogonal to each other, we can see that the system
DoF is related to the size of the receiving area. So increasing
the size of the receiving area can increase the system DoF gain,
which in turn improves the system SE. It can be observed
that the gap between the optimal scheme and the proposed
scheme is quite small when the transmitting power is limited.
While there remains a performance gap between the proposed
solution and the optimal one, the gap is acceptable especially
considering that the proposed solution does not entail high
decomposition complexity compared to the optimal solution.

Fig. 5 shows the system SE obtained using the proposed
algorithm versus the number of the iterations. It can be
observed that for a wide range of the transmitting power,
the system SE achieved by the proposed algorithm remains
essentially unchanged after a few iterations. This indicates that
the proposed algorithm converges rapidly.

B. The Impact of the System Parameters

We will explore the impact of system parameters such as
array size, propagation distance and wave frequency on the
system SE. It is worth noting that for continuous arrays, the
“array size” refers to the size of the transmitting (or receiving)
area.

First, keeping the same transmitting and receiving array size,
we explore the effects of wave frequency and propagation
distance on the system SE. From Fig. 6(a) we can see that
increasing the frequency does help to improve the SE of the
system. It is due to the fact that under the same array size
and the propagation distance, the higher the wave frequency
is, the greater the spatial freedom of the array is, since the
effective DoF is inversely proportional to the wavelength λ
[42]. Thus, the number of data streams that can be propagated
independently is larger, which results in a higher SE of the
system. In addition, the variation of the propagation distance
also affects the SE of the system, because the smaller the
distance, the stronger the coupling between the received and
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Fig. 6. The impact of different system parameters on the system SE.

transmitted signals, i.e., the less energy is dissipated at other
locations.

Next, we investigate the effect of the transmitting array size
and the receiving array size on the system SE. Since we are
considering the effect of the transmitting array size on the
system SE, we make a slight abuse of notation here, i.e., we
let the Sx and Sy labeled in Fig. 6(b) denote the length and
width of the user’s HPA, respectively. In this way, since the
user’s position remains unchanged and so does its orthogonal
transformed matrix Uk, by increasing (or decreasing) Sx and
Sy , the values of its projections along the x and y axes in the
coordinate system parallel to the receiving plane are increased
(or decreased) accordingly. Note that we set the transmitting
array size to be the same for each user and change their sizes at
the same time. From Fig. 6(b), it can be seen that an increase

in both the transmitting array size and the receiving array size
is beneficial to improving the system SE. However, in practical
applications, too large an array size will consume too many
spatial resources, so a compromise is always needed. The
former will increase the system spatial DoF, while the latter
will increase the coupling strength. Although the increase in
coupling strength often has an upper limit for improving the
system SE, in the practical scenario where the receiving array
size is limited, both contribute to enhancing the system SE.

C. The Impact of the Colored Noise
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Fig. 7. Comparison of the SE performance versus PT with different noise
types.

Fig. 7 demonstrates the advantage of the proposed scheme
for the system SE improvement while considering colored
noise. When doing power averaging along each communica-
tion mode, the SE in the case of only hardware noise (which
is labeled by “zhw”) is bigger than that of considering both
hardware noise and EM interference (which is labeled by
“zhw+zemi”) . However, after the optimized design, the system
SE of colored noise case will be improved significantly. While
incorporating EM interference into consideration is more in
line with physical reality, the use of the proposed algorithm
will significantly enhance the system SE in this case.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the uplink transmission for
the multi-user HPA-assisted system. First, considering both
the users and the base stations equipped with HPAs, we have
developed a multi-user uplink transmission model including
the EM channel model and the colored noise model, which
considers hardware noise and EM interference. Subsequently,
given that the system model in continuous space may en-
tail significant computational complexity for analyzing and
optimizing system performance, we have approximated the
system model to discrete space using Fourier series expansion.
We have shown that the EM channel model can be viewed
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as a sampling of the dyadic Green’s function. Based on the
finite-dimension models, we have formulated the problem of
maximizing the SE for the HPAs-assisted multi-user uplink
transmission system, for which an iterative water-filling al-
gorithm has been proposed for the optimal power allocation
matrices. Finally, we have compared the advantages of the
proposed scheme against two benchmark schemes and clarified
the impact of the colored noise and the system parameters on
the SE through simulation results.
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